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PREFACE 


U NDER the Arc De Triomphe in Paris rests the 
body of an unknown French soldier. Over the 
grave burns an everlasting flame as an emblem of 
perpetual devotion. 

Notwithstanding the extraordinary vigilance of the 
authorities, the ghouls of Communism have crept to 
this shrine and several times during the last ten years 
have quenched the flame. 

In England, there is a hallowed spot in West¬ 
minster Abbey where rests an unknown English sol¬ 
dier. The Prime Minister of England, Ramsay 
MacDonald, has told the world that no longer need it 
place a wreath of sympathy and love upon the grave. 

Profane hands, prompted by ghoulish hearts, are 
clawing at the tomb at Mount Vernon. 

For years on every 22nd of February, it has been 
the solemn and praiseworthy custom to read George 
Washington’s Farewell Address in Congress. 

This year, for the first time the precedent of years 
was broken and Washington’s address was not read. 
The extinguished flame over the French dead! 

The missing wreath over the English dead! 

The ignoring, if not the repudiation, of the words 
of Washington! 

What sinister thing is behind these three events, 
so widely separated, yet so patently similar? 
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"For the time will come when they will not 
endure sound doctrine; hut after their own lusts 
shall they heap to themselves teachers having 
itching ears!’ 

—Titus iv:3 

“Whose mouths must be stopped; who subvert 
whole housesj teaching things which they ought 
not for filthy lucre’s sake.’’ 

—Titus i:2. 

“There is, hoivever, a limit at which forbear¬ 
ance ceases to be a virtue.’’ 

—Edmund Burke. 
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THE NAKED TRUTH 

AMERICA is seriously threatened. 

Ti. The danger is not remote. 

The dupe within is opening the gate to the 
enemy without. The greatest danger arises from 
the joining of the forces of the gutter Anarchists 
with the so-called intelligentsia in our educational 
institutions. 

The most pathetic figure of the age is the pink 
professor who is being used as the Marxian tool by 
the forces of Anarchy. 

Our educational institutions are permeated with 
anarchistical ideas that, should they take further hold, 
will plunge our civilization into the same abyss that 
has engulfed all former civilizations that have ignored 
and neglected the warnings. 

We have permitted Anarchy to lift its head under 
the mistaken guise of openmindedness, liberalism, tol¬ 
eration, and their synonyms. 

The downfall of education started when Socialism 
and Communism were introduced into our educational 
institutions. 

There is no nobler profession than the one of teach¬ 
ing. In years gone by it was respected. 

Today, it has failed and its failure is traceable to 
the minority in the profession that has “muscled” 
into power and misrepresents the many. 

If decadence has not set in, if we still possess a 
modicum of the stamina of the builders of America, 
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we will drive the monster of Socialism, Communism, 
and Anarchy from our institutions. 

Anarchy that formerly was isolated and treated as 
a malignant disease has been permitted to come out of 
quarantine, assisted by the very ones who should have 
aided in segregating a thing so antagonistic to civiliza¬ 
tion. 

If the unholy alliance of the parlor pink and the 
gutter red is not broken up now, America will pay 
the price of her neglect. 

The crisis is here. 

We must face the disagreeable fact that our Amer¬ 
ican educational institutions have broken down. I hose 
within the college walls have been unable to accom¬ 
plish the reformation. It becomes the problem of 
every man and woman in America. 

The safety of our nation depends in no small 
measure upon the co-operation and loyalty of our 
churches and our schools. 

Many of the educators in our educational institu¬ 
tions have failed not only to preserve our national 
ideals, but to their shame be it said, are giving active 
support to agencies that plan for the downfall of our 
republic and its constitution. 

Let no loyal American dismiss the accusation with 
a shrug and exclaim “Hysteria!” At the very least, 
it is worthy of a few minutes of investigation. That 
a crisis is here is a fact recognized by the most bril¬ 
liant brains in America. 

The late Chief Justice Taft of the Supreme Court 
of the U. S. A. stated on June, 1929: 
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“I don’t know what the occasion is or has been for the 
slump . . . the only saving strength in the country is the 
high ideals and the willingness to sacrifice on the part of 
those who lead the communities ... I suppose there are 
a good many educators who know what they mean when 
they use these strange words in educational vocabulary . . . 
I am very certain that were they called upon to define in any 
way by which anybody else could understand what they 
mean, there would be a stir in educational circles. . . I 
wanted to say some things that I thought were true about 
our critical condition with respect to education . . ." 

Chief Justice Charles Evans Hughes of the U. S. 
Supreme Court gives expression to his recognition of 
this menace in the following words: 

“Destructive forces now operating throughout the world 
may invoke the name of liberty, but their object is not to 
make men free, but to oppress; not to establish the self-gov¬ 
ernment of a people, but the dictatorship of a class; not to 
promote the co-operative endeavor of a free community en¬ 
gaged in a common cause, but to secure an arbitrary con¬ 
trol over the lives and liberties of others, albeit through 
new forms. Against these latest and most insidious as¬ 
saults we must build our redoubts and man them with 
patriots of peace, equipped with common sense and the 
teachings of past struggles, and fired with as unquenchable 
a zeal as that of heroes in arms.” 

Honorable Leslie M. Shaw, Ex-Governor of Iowa, 
and Secretary of the Treasury under Roosevelt, 
stated : 

“Socialists, near-Socialists, Bolsheviki, Anarchists, I. W. 
W.’s, Non-Partisan Leaguers, Single Taxers, and all the 
infernal bunch of disturbers and propagandists of class 
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hatred, unintentionally led and reinforced by a large per cent 
of the teachers of political economy and sociology in our col¬ 
leges and universities, seem bent upon nothing less than a 
revolution in both our form of government and our policy of 
government. Unless something be speedily done to counter¬ 
act there surely will be precipitated in America what France 
experienced, and what Russia is now suffering . ... If there 
has been any systematic effort made to suppress, nullify or 
destroy Bolshevistic teachings, not always as bold but of the 
same character, with which nearly every college and univer¬ 
sity is daily deluged, both from chair and rostrum, I will be 
glad to know when and where the counteracting forces have 
been applied. Many men of wealth have thought they were 
advancing the interest of their country and humanity gen¬ 
erally by endowing colleges and universities. We have made 
education a fetich and have assumed that all education is 
alike good. It would be far better for America to have its 
youth poisoned with strychnine than with Bolshevism. Poison 
administered through the stomach is not contagious, but what 
has been lodged in the brain at these hotbeds of Socialism 
spreads, and should it break in epidemic no army can effect a 
quarantine. May the long-suffering Father protect his foolish 
children from the natural and legitimate results of their 
foolishness.” 

Ambassador, and former Vice-President, Charles 
G. Dawes, decrying the emasculation of text books 
on American history, stated: 

“One of the crying needs of the day is for men who 
in an impartial way, which can only be found in a man of 
perspective, can draw those generalizations which can be 
made from events of history. We are being flooded with 
popular narratives of history, in which, for purposes of selling 
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books, the writer tells all the discreditable things he can find 
about great men of the past.” 

The Massachusetts Public Interests League stated: 

The Reds constitute a busy, insistent minority in our 
citizenship, and they seek to spread their doctrines and in¬ 
crease their number by preaching discontent. . . . They are 
adroit in their methods, for they are directed by clever stu¬ 
dents of psychology and human nature. They are backed by 
immense funds. They propagate their revolutionary and un¬ 
patriotic doctrines by degrees, starting with apparently harm¬ 
less measures and gradually leading up to active opposition to 
government and every established institution. . . . 

“Their leaders, for the most part, are highly educated 
men, and it is in the realm of education that they carry on 
one of the most insidious branches of their agitation. 

Just as the soap boxer used to demand ‘freedom of speech’ 
while he exhorted opposition to the very government to 
which he looked for that freedom, the radical in educational 
institutions demands Academic Freedom’ to teach the self¬ 
same scheme of opposition to government to classes of Amer¬ 
ican boys and girls. . . . 

The Liberal League was organized to serve as a 
merger and meeting place for various radical activities. As 
its intercollegiate branch it absorbed the Intercollegiate So¬ 
cialist Society, which had been in existence for several years 
as a natonal organization. The latter functions independ¬ 
ently, just as it did before its name was changed; its leader¬ 
ship is the same and its aims are the same. The change of 
name was part of a move to camouflage its real character, 
inasmuch as Socialism has achieved some unpopularity as a 
result of the wartime activities of some of its leaders. The 
Intercollegiate Socialist Society was organized at New 
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York in 1905, the same year that saw the organization of 
the I. W. W., at the other end of the intellectual scale of 
Red radicalism. Its avowed object is ' to promote an intelli¬ 
gent interest in Socialism among college men and women’ 
It welcomes to membership both students and teachers in 
colleges and universities, and it has numerous chapters in 
various educational institutions. . . . 

“It has scheduled lectures on Socialism each year before 
tens of thousands of college students in college chapels, eco¬ 
nomics classes, and at meetings held under the student and 
faculty groups. In centers of population it has arranged ad¬ 
dresses before a large variety of civic and Socialist bodies. . .. 

“Its purpose, briefly stated, is to foment revolution and 
anarchy in the student body and faculties of American col¬ 
leges and universities. It is intolerant of any thing that 
savors of American patriotism. It is not liberal. It is in¬ 
tensely anti-American in its methods and its aims. 

“Yet this organization is permitted to pursue its disloyal 
course in many educational institutions, including several 
schools that are financed by churches and several schools that 
are owned by states and financed through taxation of loyal 
American citizens. The Red is working actively to poison the 
minds of American boys and girls in colleges and universities, 
at the expense of patriotic Americans.” 

The Archbishop of Prague has said: 

“The time is ripe for revolution. If the danger is not 
speedily recognized the world' will be consumed in red 
flames.” 

Will America heed the warning? 

Our educational institutions must be reformed—wc 
have delayed too long. The plague is spreading. 
Collegiate liberalism has blended into radicalism 
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and in turn, radicalism is now blending into fatal Com¬ 
munism, the violent color of Socialism. 

R. W. Whitney has stated in his comprehensive 
book, “Reds in America,” 

“ ‘Give us one generation of small children to train to 
manhood and womanhood and we will set up the Bolshevist 
form of the Soviet Government.’ 

“This statement, made in 1919 by Mrs. Marion E. Sproul, 
a Boston school teacher, has become the guiding light of the 
Communist party of America, has been adopted officially as a 
slogan of the party, and is being used throughout the United 
States by the secret, illegal organization for the purpose 
of alienating the American youth from the precepts of this 
country and the teachings of a century and a half of demo¬ 
cratic government. Public and private schools, colleges and 
universities are the feeding ground of the ‘Intellectual Com¬ 
munists’ and the agents of the party have been deliberately 
'planted’ in the educational institutions of the United States 
for the purpose of making converts of the young. Even in 
grammar schools of the larger cities of the country the 
children have ‘nuclei’ of Communism frequently encouraged 
by radical-thinking teachers. 

“The Communists arc constantly grooming some of their 
shining stars for positions in the faculties of our colleges. 
The pay of the teachers in all parts of the country, both in 
public and private institutions, is so small that many able 
men are unable to accept positions as teachers. But the 
small salary is no deterrent to the Communist, or the radi¬ 
cal of any stripe, who joyfully accepts places where he may 
elaborate his views and teach real radicalism to the im¬ 
pressionable youth in his classes. His salary is frequently 
supplemented by funds from the Communist treasury, some- 
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times camouflaged under the cloak of ‘contributions’ as a 
testimonial to his clear thinking as expressed in his lectures. 

“The dissemination of radical, or as they term it, liberal 
propaganda in institutions of learning, particularly in uni¬ 
versities and women s colleges, has been a pet scheme of the 
radicals and their friends for years. There is hardly any 
university of size in the country today which does not have 
at least a branch of the National Student Forum, or its 
predecessor, the Intercollegiate Liberal League, or the 
League for Industrial Democracy. 

“It is safe to say that no institution of learning in the 
country has been so thoroughly saturated with the ‘liberal’ 
activity as Harvard university. 

“According to the Literary Digest there were, in 1921, 
organizations of the Intercollegiate Liberal League in 250 
colleges and universities in this country. At about the time 
when the Harvard Liberal Club’s application for membership 
in the Associated Harvard Clubs was rejected because of its 
radicalism, a thorough investigation of the club and the league 
was made. In the report it was shown that some outside 
agency was financing the establishment of the league and the 
various clubs and their activities. From the report of this 
investigation it is possible to quote one paragraph, which 
reads as follows: 

" ‘It would appear that the Harvard Liberal Club, Har¬ 
vard Students’ Liberal Club and the Intercollegiate Liberal 
League may be the means devised and about to be used as 
propaganda agencies by radical movements not yet disclosed. 
The Russian theory of instilling sympathetic ideas in the 
younger generation while they are still in school is well 
known, and after a brief examination ... it appears more 
than likely that the system is being put into execution among 
college students in this country. Such a plan of radical activity 
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is most patently dangerous, as the students at that age, while 
mentally keen, active and alert, have not yet formed their 
permanent characters and are at a formative period in their 
mental development, during which they are particularly sus¬ 
ceptible to the influence of older minds, especially those of 
their masters whom they are accustomed to look up to as 
fountains of authority, wisdom, and guidance. Under those 
circumstances, with men like Felix Frankfurter, Roger Bald¬ 
win and others behind such a movement, its potentialities 
for evil at once appear to be tremendous.’ 

“The retention of Professor Frankfurter at Harvard has 
called forth a great deal of criticism from men in public 
affairs, Harvard graduates and others. 

“The writings of Lenin, Trotsky or other high priests of 
Communism, as well as those of Marx and Engels, have 
been and undoubtedly still are used as text-books, or as pre¬ 
scribed reading, in classes or clubs in Wellesley, Vassar, 
Smith, Yale and many other colleges, and trouble is con¬ 
stantly occurring in various State universities in the West 
where radicalism is being taught or studied.’ 

The National Security League voices its recogni¬ 
tion of this menace in these words: 

“A lot of college professors and teachers, poorly paid as 
they always are, are being paid by Red or Pink organiza¬ 
tions or groups, to make lectures that lead them into a par¬ 
tial support or defense of various ideas in Communism, So¬ 
cialism, Bolshevism, etc. You may look out very soon for an 
outburst of Socialism from these teachers.” 

Is America going to put up with this thing 
any longer? The future of the growing generation 
is at stake! 
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Let us take a glance at the unfortunate victims of 
some of the present da/ teachings. Let us see where 
this Red teaching is leading some graduates. 

Recently the Federal penitentiary at Leavenworth 
found that there were enough college graduate con¬ 
victs within their walls u to man the entire faculty of 
that institution’s vocational and trade schools!” 

In Memphis, Tenn., last year, Prof. H. B. Davis, 
Economics, Southwestern College, was arrested in a 
Communist riot. 

In Bloomington, Ind., in February 1931, the county 
sheriff arrested the principal and a teacher in the 
Smithville Junior and Senior Iligh School, on the 
charge “provocation to commit assault.” The trou¬ 
ble started when the principal demanded the resigna¬ 
tion of a male teacher, complained about by the girls 
for his “petting” proclivities. 

From the Princeton Alumni Weekly comes the 
following: 

"Of late there has been a growing interest among under¬ 
graduates for international affairs. The Liberal Club has 
arisen on the surface of this movement, a Princeton dele¬ 
gation attended the mock League of Nations, and F. Scott 
Nearing, famous advocate of Communism, recently lectured 
to a large appreciative, and possibly sympathetic audience . . . 
Dean Wicks is organizing a world relations group, which 
will discuss international co-operation as opposed to Nation¬ 
alism. The indefinable atmosphere that produced Norman 
Thomas ’05 seems to be more powerful that ever.’ ” 

Ex-convicts and Red sympathizers are permitted to 
lecture in our college halls. 
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Liberalism! Atheism! Socialism! Communism! 
Anarchy! 

In the West Chester, Pennsylvania, Normal 
School, the Liberal Club held meetings in defiance of 
the head of the school, Doctor Smith. Two radical 
teachers who were responsible for the meeting were 
dismissed. 

In the Chicago Daily Journal of April 13, 1927, 
appears the following report concerning the after- 
math of the affair: 

"Dr. Robert Morss Lovett, professor of English at the 
University of Chicago and an executive committeeman of 
the Civil Libcritics Union, who came here to ‘study the 
situation/ announced that the union would align itself solidly 
behind the Liberal Club and the dismissed teachers.” 

It will be noted that Lovett, the investigating pro¬ 
fessor, stated that the “Civil Liberties Union” would 
align itself on the side of the discharged radical teach¬ 
ers. Let us make a rapid survey of this group that 
defends radicals. 

A special committee was created in the House of 
Representatives by House Resolution No. 220 “to 
investigate the activities and propaganda of the Com¬ 
munists in the United States.” 

It came to be known as the Fish Congressional in¬ 
vestigation. 

On January 17, 1931 x*eport No. 2290 was made 
to the House of Representatives. 

On page 56 of this governmental report is this 
startling expose of the group that comes to the rescue 
of the radical teachers: 
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American Civil Liberties Union. 

“The American Civil Liberties Union is closely affiliated 
with the Communist movement in the United States, and fully 
90 per cent of its efforts are on behalf of Communists who 
have come into conflict with the law. It claims to stand for 
free speech, free press, and free assembly; but it is quite ap¬ 
parent that the main function of the A. C> L. U. is to at¬ 
tempt to protect the Communists in their advocacy of force 
and violence to overthrow the Government , replacing the 
American flag by a Red flag and erecting a Soviet government 
in the place of the Republican form of government guaranteed 
to each state by the Federal Constitution . 

“Roger N. Baldwin, its guiding spirit, makes no attempt 
to hide his friendship for the Communists and their princi¬ 
ples. He was formerly a member of the I. W. W. and 
served a term in prison as a draft dodger during the war. 
This is the same Roger N. Baldwin that has recently issued 
a statement ‘that in the next session of Congress our job 
is to organize the opposition to the recommendations of the 
congressional committee investigating Communism.’ In his 
testimony before the committee he admitted having said at 
a dinner held in Chicago that ‘The Fish Committee recom¬ 
mendations will be buried in the Senate.’ Testifying on 
force and violence, murder, etc., the following is quoted: 

“The Chairman. Does your organization uphold the right 
of a citizen or alien—it docs not make any difference which 
—TO ADVOCATE MURDER? 

“Mr. Baldwin. Yes. 

“The Chairman. Or assassination ? 

“Mr. Baldwin. Yes/’ 

The spokesman of the American Civil Liberties 
Union, a Harvard graduate and an ex-prison inmate, 
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says “Yes” when asked if his organization upholds 
the right TO ADVOCATE MURDER AND ASSASSINATION. 
Let us examine the professorial trail in this thing. 
Affiliated with the A. C. L. U. is the Chicago Civil 
Liberties Union and in this group we find the names 
of many professors: 

Prof. Percy M. Boynton 

Prof. Sophcnisba P. Breckenridge 

Prof. A. T. Carlson 

Prof. William E. Dodd 

Prof. Paul H. Douglas 

Prof. Ernst Freund 

Prof. Charles W. Gilkey (Minister) University of 

Prof. A. Eustace Haydon Chicago Professors 

Prof. Harold D. Laswcll 

Prof. Robert Morss Lovett 

Prof. Louis L. Mann 

Prof. Robert Park 

Prof. Ferdinand Schevill 

Prof. T. V. Smith 


Prof. Ernest F. Tittle (Minister 
and University Trustee) 

Prof. Arthur J. Todd 
Prof. James M. Yard 


Northwestern Uni¬ 
versity Professors 


De Pauw University at Greencastle, Ind., has been 
a fertile field for radicalism. 

Its president is G. Bromley Oxnam, a minister who 
never loses an opportunity to belittle the patriotism of 
our fathers. 

His influence was sufficiently powerful to secure the 
abandonment of the Reserve Officers Training Corps 
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at De Pauw University shortly after he became presi¬ 
dent. 

In California he was an unsuccessful candidate on 
the Labor Party ticket. He endeavored to secure 
the repeal of the Criminal Syndicalism Laws and 
evidenced a very tender regard for imprisoned An¬ 
archists. He was extremely active in the American 
Civil Liberties Union and is an active opponent 
of the Boy Scouts. 

Though a minister, he advocates the recognition of 
the Atheist Soviet nation. 

He is an ardent admirer of the Soviet gangsters 
ruling Red Russia. 

Constantly, he berates the U. S. A. for not can¬ 
celling the debts owed us by foreign powers. 

His association with Communists is a matter of 
public record. 

A leading American magazine contains this inter¬ 
esting item, exposing the De Pauw method of ad¬ 
vancing Oxnam’s ideas among the student body: 

“At De Pauw University, Indiana, three of the four 
speakers engaged to address the students at general convo¬ 
cations, were of the Socialist—pacifist type—Sherwood Eddy, 
who recently announced his affiliation with the Socialist 
party; Maurice G. Hindus whose works have been filmed 
by the propaganda agencies of the Soviet government, and 
Stanley High, pacifist radical. 

“The economic and social systems of the United States 
were liberally rapped.” 

It is a singular thing that college authorities who 
stress the fact that students should hear every side of 
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every question, generally take the precaution of hav¬ 
ing the radical side predominate. 

In many of our educational institutions the students 
are literally drenched daily with radical theories pro¬ 
mulgated by agencies that in turn are manipulated by 
fanatics whose goal is the overthrow of our existing 
institutions. 

Doctor Brooks, president of the University of Mis¬ 
souri, in 1930, dismissed two radical professors who 
allowed a vicious and obscene questionnaire (even 
worse than the Smith College questionnaire) to be 
circulated among the students. 

The American Association of University Profes¬ 
sors sent four of their members to investigate. Aca¬ 
demic freedom! 

Does it surprise the public to learn that the walk¬ 
ing delegate of the “Professors’ Union” has taken 
his place in the new drama entitled, “The Profes¬ 
sors’ Toboggan”? 

Does that action explain why radical teachers arc 
so bold? 

Referring to this proceeding, the Kansas City Star 
stated: 

“Surely the American Association of University Profes¬ 
sors would not maintain that a university should exercise no 
control over the sort of teaching that is done, no matter 
how foolish or lacking in taste or propriety? The public 
which puts up the money to support a school, certainly has 
the right to a supervision of what is done with the money. 
The fact that a man has a university appointment docs not 
guarantee his judgment or make certain that some half-baked 
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instructor, anxious for publicity, may not go beyond the 
bounds of decency in dealing with young pupils.” 

About ten per cent of the profession are members 
of the “Professors’ Union.” 

Let us hope that the erudite gentlemen will “walk 
out” some day in sympathy with some striking group 
of the radical Trade Union Unity League. Such a 
“walk out” would be desirable if they would “stay 
out.” 

In TIME on January 12, 1931 appeared this inter¬ 
esting item: 

“Last week the American Association of University Pro¬ 
fessors (membership 10,000) held its 17th annual meeting 
in Cleveland, discussed a plan first proposed last year by 
Psychology Prof. Leon Thrustone of University of Chicago. 
Plan is that the Association (or a committee representing 
a number of learned societies) should prepare a list of in¬ 
stitutions satisfactory in scholastic standing, freedom of teach¬ 
ing, security in professorial position. Institutions could be 
blacklisted for unwarranted dismissal of teachers or interfer¬ 
ence with freedom of speech; teachers who accepted positions 
in discredited institutions would forfeit membership in the 
association ." 

Maybe the next step of the gentlemen of culture 
will be the forming of a “slugging gang” of educators 
to enforce their “blacklist.” 

Doctor Brooks who wisely dismissed the radical 
teachers, was removed from the presidency of the 
University of Missouri, after the American Associa¬ 
tion of University Professors came to the defense. 
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Is it surprising that college presidents wonder who 
are the real presidents of our colleges? 

There is serious food for thought in this incident. 

Radical political doctrines are disseminated by 
some of the educators at the Rollins College Institute 
of Statesmanship. 

The Teachers’ Union in New York is working to 
have compulsory teaching of the Constitution of the 
United States taken out of the schools. 

Again has Liberalism been used to cover radical¬ 
ism. 

On May 1, 1930, hundreds of students of the Uni¬ 
versity of Pennsylvania hung two professors in effigy. 

Two professors of one of the largest universities 
in Illinois were driven from the campus on account 
of unmentionable grossly immoral offences against 
male students. 

The Academic lawlessness is not confined to the 
higher institutions. In the Waukegan High School in 
1929 occurred a Red riot instigated by an eighteen- 
year-old girl and a twenty-year-old boy Communist 
student. The Communist Pioneer Group have chap¬ 
ters in many of our high schools. 

Maybe the lawlessness developing on college cam¬ 
puses may be accounted for when a study is made of 
the modern trend in teaching. 

It may be that the radical on the campus is heart¬ 
ened when he reads of an interview published in the 
Chicago Herald Examiner, Oct. 30, 1930, with 
Glenn Frank, Pres, of the University of Wisconsin. 
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This “learned” president of the University of Wis¬ 
consin said: 

“I have said and still say, a student has as much right to be 
a Communist as he has to be a Presbyterian or a Baptist/’ 

Maybe that sentiment explains the fact that two 
Communists, one from a Reformatory, were permit¬ 
ted to spread their poison on the Madison Campus. 
They were the possessors of Scholarships, known as 
the Regent Zona Gale Scholarships. One of these 
Zona Gale Scholarship students led the Red Com¬ 
munist parade in Madison on May 1, 1930. 

It will be recalled that in 1930 in the University of 
Wisconsin, Dean S. H. Goodnight took commendable 
action in a certain notorious affair between two uni¬ 
versity students. The Dean’s handling of the affair 
was wise and such as to commend it to all right think¬ 
ing people. 

Now, comes Prof. W. E. Leonard, poet member 
of the faculty and singing his phallic, Ben Lindsay- 
Bertrand Russell song, breaks into print, berating 
the Dean for breaking into the students’ love nest. 

Leonard’s climax of asininity was reached when he 
said: 

“That code forbids a man to invade the privacy of 
another man with a woman—and in this twentieth century, 
even a wronged husband, as a gentleman, waits passively 
outside, even if he has in his pocket his own master key.” 

What else can we expect from the products of the 
modern school if the students are exposed to this kind 
of denatured teaching? 
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Professor Leonard of the University of Wisconsin 
undoubtedly would endorse the activities of some of 
the Smith College teachers. Prof. IT. E. Barnes of 
the latter institution stated in his book: 

“There is no such thing as sin scientifically speaking, and 
hence it disappears into the limbo of ancient superstitions.” 

The same instructor of youths says: 

“The Bible deserves no reverential awe, the Ten Com¬ 
mandments no obedience except in so far as they conform to 
modern science.” 

Professor Hankins of Smith College paid his re¬ 
spects to his fellow countrymen in these words in a 
book: 

“This is not a question of preserving the Anglo-Saxon 
stock. . . . Much of that stock is utterly worthless and 
should be sterilized.” 

This same professor sees no objection “from the 
standpoint of race biology” in miscegenation and so 
declares. 

The President of Smith College, W. A. Nielson, 
refused to declare himself when a graduate submitted 
among other questions, this one: 

“Do you believe in the American home, based on the 
established rules of matrimony?” 

The daily paper in Northampton will not carry the 
advertisement of a publishing house that tells the 
truth about the activities of the school. 

The Gazette in declining the advertisement stated: 
“We regret that on account of local conditions we are 
not able to use the advertisement.” 
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In the Chicago Evening Post of December 19, 
1930, appeared the following: 

“Reformed crooks, experts in their respective lines are to 
be added to the University of Chicago faculty as lecturers in 
applied crime.” 

The Chicago Post of April 28, 1930, stated: 

“The Liberal Club and the Socialist Club of the Uni¬ 
versity of Chicago will observe May day with special pro¬ 
grams.” 

The Detroit Free Press of October 15, 1927, 
stated: 

“Charges that the University of Chicago is a hot bed of 
un-American and pro-British teachings were made by Frank 
S. Righeimer, Special Attorney for the board of education.” 

In the Chicago Daily Tribune of November 13, 
1929, appeared this interesting item regarding the 
Chicago University: 

“Professor Douglas whose subject is industrial relations, 
seems to be one of the many professors who are convinced 
that any government or group of governments can better be 


relied upon to do justice than our own . . . Just how pro¬ 
fessors get that way is an interesting subject, not without 
importance, since they are the teachers of a considerable class 
of American youth . . . We think this state of mind is a 
psychosis and its victims should be given leave of absence for 
medical treatment— they can hardly be wholesome in class- 

ft 

room. 


This is the same Professor Douglas who appealed 
to the radicals to bolt the old parties and vote for 

1 

• ■ 
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Comrade Thomas on the Socialist ticket in the last 
national election. 

Thirty-eight so-called educators joined him in his 
Socialistic appeal. Professor Douglas is a national 
Committeeman of the League for Industrial Democ¬ 
racy. 

In a book published by a radical group appears 
this illuminating information describing the activities 
of the League for Industrial Democracy among 
college students: 

“ ‘League for Industrial Democracy. 

“ ‘Object—The League for Industrial Democracy, with 
headquarters in New York, was formed in 1921 as the suc¬ 
cessor to the Intercollegiate Socialist Society (founded in 

1905). 

“ ‘The object of the League is “ Education for a new 
social order based on production for use and not for profit." 

“ ‘Lectures—Paul Blanshard, field secretary of the 
League, visited sixty-six colleges and universities from Janu¬ 
ary to August, 1926, and spoke before 38,500 students. He 
addressed more than 13,000 others in fifty-eight city meet¬ 
ings. 

“ ‘Norman Thomas, one of the two executive directors, 
delivered seventy-nine speeches in twenty-five collegiate in¬ 
stitutions before audiences totalling 6,700. He visited seven 
college conferences, and spoke at more than 1 100 other meet¬ 
ings, including scores of speeches at strike meetings and dur¬ 
ing political campaigns. Harry W. Laidlcr addressed 
groups in seventeen colleges with 2,600 attendance and spoke 
at numerous other gatherings. 

“ ‘The officers of the League elected in April, 1926, are 
Robert Morss Lovett, President; John Haynes Holmes, 
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Vladimer Karapetoff, James II. Maurer, and Vida D. 
Scudder, Vice Presidents; Stuart Chase, Treasurer; Harry 
"W. Laidler, and Norman Thomas, Executive Directors; 
and Paul Blanshard, Field Secretary.’ ” 

The object of the League, “Production for use and 
not for profit” is a Marxian creed that seems to be 
the “sacred cow” of all visionaries. 

New York City for years has been a fertile field 
for Reds. 

In New York City, a Red teacher was dismissed. 
The Assistant District Attorney Rorke in reviewing 
the case ascertained that the Red teacher was con¬ 
nected with the revolutionary Russian Communist 
party. He said: 

“The public of New York City was warned as far back 
as January, 1919, that the Radical teachers had permeated 
our public and private institutions of learning and was ad¬ 
vised that the school authorities should try to get rid of 
them. 

"The public and private schoolsj academies, colleges and 
universities have practically thrown out the teaching of the 
truth itself and have put into the schools the doctrines of 
Marx, Engels, Trotsky, Lenin, and Tolstoy. 

“The pupils who are now, and have been, imbibing such 
radical doctrines today will be the citizens of tomorrow. 
Does anyone suppose that such citizens will have any real 
opposition to the overthrow of the present government and 
the establishment of a Socialistic state ?” 

The movement is an international one. Across the 
seas have the radical teachers joined hands. 

Prof. Enrico Ferri, of the University of Palermo, 


THE NAKED TRUTH 


31 


in an address to the International Congress of 
Socialist Students and Graduates, said: 

“We should introduce Socialism into the student’s mind 
as a part of science, as a logical and necessary culmination 
of the biological and sociological science. No need of making 
a direct propaganda which would frighten many of the 
listeners. Without pronouncing the word ‘Socialism once a 
year, 1 make two-thirds of our students conscious Socialists'’ 

From every corner in our land is swelling the vol¬ 
ume of protests against these mental kidnappers of 
our children. 

Why is this thing permitted? Why not keep faith 
with our ancestors and our posterity? 

The Saturday Evening Post in 1929 explained the 
situation in these words: 

“Professors are not a sacrosanct class. They have their 
weaklings, misfits, ignoramuses and irresponsibles. Not all 
school teachers, or even professors, are persons of superlative 
ability, special fitness, or even devotion . . . Academic 
vagaries concern theories, lectures, ideas, questionnaires, 
articles, speeches and the like. The undesirable professor 
does not embezzle or misappropriate trust funds; he makes 
a silly ass of himself. He does not run away with a client’s 
money; he lets a fool idea run away with him . . . There is 
a type of professor who attempts to be as silly, sensational 
and shocking as possible.” 

The slimy trail of this monstrous thing winds in 
and out and under and over our educational institu¬ 
tions. 

There seems to be no end to the support given to 
radical movements and radical schools. 
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Here is one instance—It is taken from the Na¬ 
tional Republic (issue of November, 1930) and con¬ 
tains the name of a Judge of the Supreme Court. 

“Commonwealth College, Mena, Ark., has been the 
recipient of subsidies from the Communist-Socialist con¬ 
trolled Garland Fund, which has provided some two million 
dollars for radical activities in the United States. Two of 
the prominent financial supporters of the institution are 
Justice of the U. S. Supreme Court and Mrs. Louis D. 
Brandeis. The leading editorial in the official publication of 
the school, the Commonwealth College Fortnightly, is by 
W. E. Zeuch, Professor of Labor and Sociology, who thus 
defines the attitude of the institution, in speaking of a rumor 
that the Fish Committee investigating Communism in the 
United States may visit the college: ‘To demonstrate that 
there is one institution at least in the United States where 
the old American tradition of freedom of speech is not for¬ 
gotten, we will give the iniquities of our own country, and 
they are legion, an especially good combing, and praise to the 
skies all the good things, and they are many, of Red, Red 
Russia.' The leading article in the periodical carries a letter 
to Professor Zeuch from one of his associates giving an ac¬ 
count of a trip with ‘five white sailors and five black long¬ 
shoremen in an old Reo truck,’ who were on their way from 
the Gulf Coast to New York to organize the right kind of 
labor union— under Communist guidance." 

Well may Americans give serious thought to that 
article and to all that it implies. 

One of the favorite methods of the radical profes¬ 
sor is what is called the “insinuating method.” The 
words, Socialism and Communism, are carefully 
avoided. The professor moves by indirection. Skill¬ 
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fully, he presents his subject in such a way that the 
pupil thinks he is making up his own mind without 
the professor’s influence. This method has a large 
following, but many radical professors are too im¬ 
patient for immediate results to use it. 

Another method consists in suggesting certain ac¬ 
tivities and pushing to the foreground certain subjects 
for discussion in student groups, seemingly managed 
by students only, but in the background pulling the 
strings are the crafty professors hidden from the 
audience. 

In Wellesley, Mass., in March, 1931, five hun¬ 
dred New England students from New England 
colleges met in a student league. 

The New York Times in their March 3, 1931, edi¬ 
tion had this to say about this (students?) group: 

“Five hundred students from thirty New England col¬ 
leges got their heads together at Wellesley College today 
and tried to figure out, at a model assembly of the League 
of Nations, just what the real league will do when it meets 
to consider the Briand Pan-Europa proposal. 

"A flying wedge of Communist students managed to get 
their argument before the League after an unidentified stu¬ 
dent had interrupted the proceedings to demand that 'Russia' 
be allowed a voice. The chairman refused to recognize her, 
so Miss Mathilde Pearlstein, a PVellesley student in the 
‘Norway' delegation, presented her credentials and gave the 
Soviet point of view.” 

Undoubtedly, the majority of the student delegates 
were wholly unaware of the insiduous machinations 
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of the radical professors who directed the affair from 
behind the scenes. 

It would be interesting to know how many prose¬ 
lytes “made up their own minds At this particular 
meeting, the radical professors were present in per¬ 
son. 

Not content with peddling radicalism on the cam¬ 
pus, radical educators have turned their attention to 
the dissemination of radicalism through the press. 

In Milwaukee a radical named Victor Berger 
“crashed the gates” and, after several attempts, was 
permitted to take his seat in Congress. 

In a speech before a radical group he stated: 

“The ballot box is simply a humbug. Now I don’t doubt 
that in the last analysis we must shoot and when it comes to 
shooting Wisconsin will be there.” 

He advised the radicals to “have a good rifle and 
the necessary rounds of ammunition.” 

Socialist Berger died before his dreams of blood¬ 
shed materialized. 

Now come the professors to “carry on.” 

Will America permit this attempt to form its 
thought through more radical papers? 

Here again is the “hitchup.” On March 20, 1931, 
appears this item in the Chicago Daily News: 

“The Victor L. Berger National Foundation is preparing 
to launch a drive next month for a $100,000 fund as a 
nucleus for a national chain of daily newspapers for ‘the 
promulgation of liberal thought and public welfare.’ 
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“Marx Lewis, executive director of the foundation, said 
today the program called for a ‘national edition’ of the Mil¬ 
waukee Leader, followed by publication in that city of local 
editions for Detroit, Chicago and Cleveland to be delivered 
by airplane. 

“Prof. John Dewey of Columbia University, whose 
third-party suggestion recently was declined by Senator 
Norris of Nebraska, is one of the leaders of the foundation. 
Associated with him are Clarence Darrow, Jane Addams, 
Pres. Glenn Frank of the University of Wisconsin, 
Upton Sinclair and Elizabeth Gilman of Baltimore.” 

The crux of the whole educational muddle is just 
this—these tax supported, tax-exempt, and endowed 
schools are teaching things diametrically opposed to 
what the parents of the students stand for. 

Why do we permit it? They are our children, not 
theirs. 

America is spending hundreds of millions of dol¬ 
lars yearly for education and what is it getting? 

It is paying for loyalty and getting disloyalty. 

It is paying for Patriotic Nationalism and getting 
a sickly Internationalism. 

It is paying for culture and getting the manners of 
the gutter. 

It is paying for respect for the institution of the 
home and getting an advocacy of free love and com¬ 
panionate marriage. 

It is paying for the support of our republic and 
its constitution and getting a nauseous dose of Red 
propaganda calculated to overthrow our Republic and 
nullify and destroy our Constitution, under which 
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there has developed a civilization that, up to the time 
of the educational downfall, was the finest civilization 
that the world ever saw. 

Whence comes this strange phenomenon, this per¬ 
version of education? 

Why are some professors so prone to espouse radi¬ 
calism ? 

Prof. F. J. C. Hearnshaw, M.A., L.L.D., fur¬ 
nishes the key in these significant words: 

“Socialism seems to possess an irresistible fascination for 
cranks and eccentrics of all sorts." 

Doctor Nordau in analyzing tainted intellectuality 
describes the radical as one “who is obsessed by 
vanity amounting to megalomania 

Prof. Lothrop Stoddard explains it in these words: 

“We must never forget that it is the 'high grade' defec¬ 
tives who are the most dangerous to the social order. It is 
the 'near-genius,' the man with the fatal taint which perverts 
his talent, who oftenest rouses and leads the mob.” 

It may well be asked, “Why are these radical mi¬ 
norities in our faculties allowed to rule?” The an¬ 
swer is the radical professors are organized and 
vocal while the cultured majority in the faculties are 
unorganized and silent. 

The swaggering, blatant, radical professor has 
“muscled” into a group of cultured men who are un¬ 
prepared to fight him with his own weapon, publicity. 

Paul’s epistle to Timothy described with clear 
vision a certain type of educator: 
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“Ever learning and never able to come to the knowledge 
of the truth.” 

The radicals have hallucinations of grandeur, not 
warranted by ability. Blatantly does the one with the 
fatal taint of megalomania claim ability to “bind the 
sweet influence of Pleiades or loose the bands of 
Orion.” 

A victim of psittacosis, he is also a subject for 
observation for dementia praecox. 

Job’s ironical answer to Bilbad the Shuhite aptly 
might be applied to these tainted teachers of today, 
“No doubt ye are the people and all wisdom will die 
with you ” 

The task before us is to regain control of our own 
schools and drive out the radicals. The time has 
passed for further disputations. 

The fate of our growing generation and the fate 
of our country itself are at stake. 

Let no further endowments be given to our edu¬ 
cational institutions unless the recipient institution 
proclaims its stand against radicalism and subscribes 
on the dotted line to real Americanism. 

Let the endowments for the next few years be 
spent in men and not in buildings. 

Let the salaries of the professors be increased to 
a figure that will attract men of talent who are going 
into more lucrative professions. 

Let the various states put on their statute books 
acts requiring every educator to take an oath of loy¬ 
alty to the Republic, its Constitution, and the Flag. 
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Lawyers are required to take sucti an oath. Why not 
teachers ? 

Let the trustees awaken to their responsibilities and 
not function merely as possible prospects for con¬ 
tributions. 

Let the Alumni groups realize that they have a 
duty to perform beside attending mere “goodfellow- 
ship” meetings. 

Let the Presidents be real Presidents unhampered 
by outside influences that tie their hands when they 
work for betterment by discharging unfit radicals, re¬ 
gardless of any “blacklist” of the American Associa¬ 
tion of University Professors. 

Let American fathers and mothers say to the 
American Civil Liberties Union and to the League 
for Industrial Democracy and to the radical element 
in the American Association of University Profes¬ 
sors, we are going to reform our schools and we are 
not going to permit your further interference. 

These things America must do if the fathers and 
mothers continue to send their boys and girls to your 
halls of learning. 

Let the parents proclaim—no longer will we send 
our adolescents, the flower of our land, to institutions 
that are hot-beds of Liberalism, Atheism, Socialism, 
Communism, and Anarchy. 

These reformations must be made now. If the in¬ 
stitutions themselves cannot accomplish the reforma¬ 
tion, the time may come when those who support the 
institutions by enrollment, endowments or taxes may 
say: 
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It is better to keep young Americans home— 
Maybe they may miss a little science, a little smat¬ 
tering of this or that, but, at least, we shall keep 
them better Americans and happier and sounder citi¬ 
zens. 

May the time never come when it will be the wise 
course to lock the college doors and let sheep and 
cattle graze on the campus that in former years had 
been the happy hunting ground for those who sought 
culture. 

Whether or not this will come to pass, depends 
upon the immediate action of the educational insti¬ 
tutions themselves. 


“Better be despised for too anxious apprehensions than 
ruined by too confident security .”— Edmund Burke. 




Communism-Socialism. "The most poisonous 
doctrine ever poured into the ears of men; a 
doctrine involving the deliberate cultivation of 
hatred and universal strife — Shadwell. 

"That xvhick is generally called Socialism is 
termed by Marx the first or lower phase of 
Communistic society." 

—Lenin, the Red Leader. 

“When bad men combine, the good must as¬ 
sociate; else they will fall one by one, an unpitied 
sacrifice in a contemptible struggle.” 

—Edmund Burke. 


AT THE CROSS ROAD 


A ROUND a table three men were sitting. Two of 
- them were Jews. The third was a Georgian. 
Outside the door stood the guards. Around the 
building with monotonous regularity marched other 
semi-savage guards. The building itself, grim and 
forbidding, was such a one as might have housed 
innumerable dungeons, dark holes, and mysteries. It 
gave one the sensation produced by the abnormal. 

Nowhere was mirth on the lips or the joy of living 
in the hearts. A sinister air of doom pervaded the 
place and hung like a cloud of melancholy over the 
surroundings. 

Yet, it was not a room that contained prisoners. 
The three men sitting around the table could come 
and go as they wished. The power of the old Autoc¬ 
racy of Russia was a gentle and benevolent thing 
compared with the savage and beastly dictatorship 
exercised by the three uncouth dictators from the 
gutter. Their word was law unto 140 millions of 
people, ninety per cent of whom were ignorant peas¬ 
ants whose imaginations never traveled beyond the 
four corners of their little fields. 

The three gangsters had squirmed and “muscled” 
and massacred their way into power. They consti¬ 
tuted the triumvirate that had made a madhouse of 
what was once Russia. Their names? The Georgian 
was Josef Vissarionovich Dzhugashvili alias Koba 
alias Nischeradse alias Tschischikov alias Ivanovitsch 
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alias Josef Stalin. The two Jews were Rosenfeld alias 
Kamenev and Apfelbaum alias Zinoviev. 

These three under the fictitious names of Stalin, 
Kamenev, and Zinoviev are known as the triumvirate, 
and not one of them is a genuine Russian. Russia 
means nothing to them other than being a criminals’ 
hangout where they can plan their deeds in compara¬ 
tive safety and broaden their criminal fields of opera¬ 
tion against every nation of the world. 

Never in the history of this world has a more 
fiendish attempt been made to wreck civilization than 
is the attempt now being made by the gangland lead¬ 
ers of Soviet Russia, the land of free love and organ¬ 
ized Atheism—the land that has substituted the rule 
of the barnyard for the marriage code. The scum 
has come to the top in Red Russia as scum has a 
way of doing when civilization is not on guard. 

This ruthless monster of Anarchy has poured mil¬ 
lions and millions of dollars into our country to 
debauch, bribe, and influence our people by the most 
clever campaign of propaganda the world has ever 
seen. 

This arch enemy of civilization flaunts its insolent 
challenge to our churches, our schools, our industries, 
our farms, pur press, and our homes. 

The time has passed for soft words and argu¬ 
ments. We must stop talking and start doing. The 
crisis is too immediate for further delay. Civilization 
has been challenged. Everything we hold dear and 
precious has been attacked. Why do we wait until it 
is too late? 


AT THE CROSS ROAD 


43 


Never in the history of the world has such a des¬ 
perate gang wielded such power. These three plot¬ 
ters control Red Russia, the Communist party and 
the Third International. In thinking of Red Russia, 
the Third International, and the Communist party, 
the reader must always bear in mind that there is no 
party other than the Communist party in Russia and 
that the Communist party absolutely dictates the pol¬ 
icy not only of the Third International but of all Red 
Russia itself. 

Zinoviev, in speaking of the Communist party, calls 
it “the lever which is to overthrow the whole world.” 

The table around which these arch criminals sat 
was piled high with reports of the Tcheka, the 
dreaded secret police. From every country in the 
world had the spies of Russia gathered into a short 
report of that country, explanations of Communistic 
activities instigated by the conspirators in Moscow. 
We will leave the gloating conspirators in the room 
reading the reports of their spies while we take a 
general survey of the results of this monstrous thing, 
Communism-Socialism, that hangs like a poisonous 
gas over civilization today. The Communist party, 
though comparatively small in numbers, controls 140 
millions of Russians by fear and murder. The pres¬ 
ent head of the Tcheka (the secret police), Men- 
jinsky, has said, in reference to other nations: 

“As long as there are idiots to take our signature 
seriously, and to put their trust in it, we must promise 
everything that is being asked, and as much as one 
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likes, if we can only get something tangible in ex¬ 
change.” 

Let the American readers understand that this 
statement of the Tcheka head is the basis of all 
Soviet thought. According to their own admission 
their word is worthless, yet there are civilized nations 
that recognize this monster that boasts that its word 
is worthless. In some countries Red Russia has been 
given the hand of fellowship by the Socialist leaders 
who are in Red sympathy with the Russian move¬ 
ment. In England, the Socialist Prime Minister, 
MacDonald, made it possible for the Red Russian 
conspirators to return to the Red Embassy in London 
after a sensational expulsion in disgrace only a few 
months previous. Ramsay MacDonald was an ad¬ 
ministrative chairman of the Sozialistische Arbeiter 
Internationale, the high authority of the international 
Socialists. 

During the World War, MacDonald was ap¬ 
pointed to the “Committee for acting and creating 
thirteen ‘soviets’ in England,” when his homeland 
was at war. And now he is Prime Minister of mighty 
England, with its wonderful history of great men of 
the past. 

In 1922 he is quoted as saying in “Potted Biogra¬ 
phies,” “I have been an unswerving hopeful regard¬ 
ing the Moscow government. We can now take it 
under our wing and clothe it in the furs of apology” 

The Socialist party crept into power in England 
on account of the apathy of the English electorate. 
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The day is coming when an awakened electorate will 
correct its error, but only after such incalculable dam¬ 
age has been done that will require years for re¬ 
covery. 

Will an alert America prevent a duplication of 
England’s ghastly Socialistic experiment in our own 
land? 

“An ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure.” 

Here in the United States are firms that barter 
with the outlaws of Red Russia and let their greed 
for the dollar outweigh their loyalty to country. The 
time will come when the names of such concerns will 
be held in loathsome contempt by their fellow coun¬ 
trymen. Giving “aid and comfort to the enemy” is 
a charge no firm, however large, can weather. The 
thirty pieces of silver that changed hands when Christ 
was betrayed have become busy internationalists these 
days. 

A Red Russian concern was formed in New York 
May 27, 1924. It is a consolidation of the Arcos- 
American Inc. and the Products Exchange Corpora¬ 
tion with headquarters in Moscow and is owned by 
the Soviet government. It is incorporated for three 
million dollars. Its liabilities are nearly 27 millions. 
Its name is the Amtorg Trading Co. and, to all in¬ 
tents and purposes, it is the unofficial embassy of a 
country not recognized by the U. S. A., yet through 
this medium it is possible to fill the Amtorg offices 
with aliens and spies. In the last five years this one 
Red organization has brought 1506 of their workers 
into the U. S. A. 
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In our House of Representatives on January, 
1931, Report 2290 (Investigation of Communist 
Propaganda) was made. On pages 45 and 46 ap¬ 
pears the following: 

“Victor Nogine was in charge of Russian purchases in 
this country just prior to the incorporation of the Amtorg 
Trading Corporation. Nogine was a Russian Communist. 
He organized a great number of strikes. He served terms 
in fifty prisons; a very able propagandist and organizer; was 
commissar of labor and a member of the Politbureau. He 
died in Moscow in May, 1924. The first chairman of the 
board of directors of Amtorg was Isaiah J. Hoorgin, who 
was succeeded, respectively, as chairman of the board, by 
Alexis V. Brigarin, S. G. Bron, and Peter A. Bogdanov, 
the present chairman. All were Russian Communists. 

“Bogdanov arrived here January 9, 1930, and was made 
chairman of the board January 25, 1930. As a matter of 
fact, he was elected a director of the Amtorg Trading Cor¬ 
poration in October, 1929, while in Russia.” 

On page 48 of this government report appears 
evidence that will open the eyes of American patriots 
and make it easier for them to understand why the 
Russian Reds are treated so tenderly. 

Let every American read carefully the damaging 
evidence in this Congressional report: 

"Amtorg has brought a large number of Russians to this 
country, claiming that they were connected with its busi¬ 
ness; sixty-six in 1926, 171 in 1927; 220 in 1928; 552 in 
1929; and the first half of 1930, 525, not including families. 
Visa matters of Amtorg are handled through its attorneys, 
Simpson, Thacher, and Bartlett. It is stated that Judge 
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Thomas D. Thacher, now Solicitor General of the United 
States, was the attorney who organized Amtorg. When a 
Russian desires to come to the United States a telegram is 
sent to Amtorg, and Amtorg then writes Simpson, Thacher 
& Bartlett, and these attorneys inform the American consul 
at Berlin that the man is all right. One witness states that 
7 io one could get a visa unless he has the approval of this 
firm of lawyers. 

“The best inside view of Amtorg is given by Basil W. 
Delgass, who was three and a half years vice president of 
Amtorg. He was born in Russia, was never a Communist, 
and he came to this country in 1926. Mr. Delgass resigned 
as vice president of Amtorg July 23, 1930. He resigned of 
his own accord; although a month before he was advised to 
return to Russia. He is now under a death sentence in 
Russia, sentenced to be shot, and all of his property forfeited, 
he says, because he resigned from Amtorg and refused to 
return to Russia. With respect to the meeting of Amtorg 
officials, looking to the investigation by the Fish Committee, 
Mr. Delgass says that statements were prepared which dif¬ 
ferent officials should swear to, and using Mr. Dclgass’s own 
language, T did not want to participate in perjury, as was 
done by Mr. Bogdanov and the others.' ” 

The avowed purpose of Red Russia is the destruc¬ 
tion of other nations. 

Why are these enemy aliens not deported? They 
have no rights here. 

Why are they permitted to seduce our industrial 
mental weaklings with their Red contracts? 

“Help me,” the Red Russians shout, “help me 
build my railroads, my industries, my army, my navy, 
my propaganda agencies so that I will become suffi- 
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ciendy powerful to crush you.” Red Russia is sharp¬ 
ening its claws. It has the biggest standing army in 
the world today. 

Already this Communistic Amtorg has established 
a credit of eighty millions of dollars here in our 
country through American banks. 

How much of your money, Mr. Patriot, has gone 
into this monstrous thing without your knowledgef 
Patriotic Americans should not deposit their money 
with a bank that traffics with this enemy. 

Recently these enemies of civilization with their 
convict labor and the conscripted men have flooded 
the American markets with coal, lumber, wood pulp, 
manganese, and benzine, most of the material having 
been stolen from former owners. Their laboring 
men, threatened by the guns of their guards, are 
treated as serfs and work for a pittance. The regi¬ 
mented enslaved peasants are herded in barracks in 
the fields like animals. Idalf starved, they are denied 
full rations because the Red rulers seek to break the 
markets of the world by exporting the very commod¬ 
ities Russia’s starving people need. The Red rulers 
are dumping these commodities upon our shores in 
competition with free American labor hoping that 
they will cause more unemployment here because the 
crafty and unscrupulous Communists know that the 
greater the number of the unemployed in America, 
the more fertile field they will have for their propa¬ 
ganda. Our papers are filled with their dastardly 
attacks on our wheat markets. Our American farm¬ 
ers are the helpless victims of Red Russia’s recent 
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attack. Yet we sit with our hands folded and permit 
the working of their audacious plans for our destruc¬ 
tion. Have we substituted wishbones for backbones? 
Will the American laboring men submit to this life¬ 
throttling competition ? Will American working men 
sit idly by while Soviet Russia works out her plans to 
throw them out of their jobs? The Amtorg Trading 
Co. in New York is the organization that handles the 
American end of their plans, and this Communist 
organization has the effrontery to tell the American 
people that if we are not more lenient with them 
they will stop their trading. Who wants their blood¬ 
stained trade anyway? Do they think for one minute 
that America will sell its birthright for their filthy 
stolen kopecs? Does this jungle monster think we 
are blind to the ultimates? Maybe it has a reason 
to think so when they see how easy it is to bribe some 
of our greedy, shortsighted industrialists with their 
filthy contracts. 

To continue trading with this enemy is suicidal. 
To furnish goods and money to those who, techni¬ 
cally, are at war with us is “to give aid to the enemy.’’ 

The crafty Lenin expressed his cynical contempt 
for greedy weaklings in these prophetic words: 

“Capitalism is willing to commit suicide for the 

SAKE OF IMMEDIATE PROFITS.” 

The April, 1931 edition of the National Repub¬ 
lic sounded the following warning: 

“With the help of American credit, machinery and expert 
direction, Soviet Russia will this year strike at the farmers 
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in all non-Communist countries, including those of the 
United States, the hardest blow yet delivered. Exports of 
grain raised on seized property by slave labor with American 
machinery will flood the world’s markets in volume which 
will completely destroy all prospects of a foreign market for 
American grain. . . . Last year Soviet Russia, with American 
help, increased her cotton production 600,000 bales; but this 
year vast irrigated districts will come into production, termi¬ 
nate the Russian demand for American cotton, and curtail 
American cotton exports to other countries. . . . Fourteen 
hundred flour mills are soon to begin the economic war on 
the farmers in the non-Communist nations of the world. . . . 
The millions of farm workers in Soviet Russia have been 
put on a ‘work or starve’ basis ... as stated by Gregori T. 
Giko, Soviet Finance Minister, in his book recently printed 
in the United States: ‘The Five-Year Plan is an im¬ 
portant PART OF THE OFFENSIVE OF THE PROLETARIAT 
OF THE WORLD AGAINST CAPITALISM; IT IS A PLAN TEND¬ 
ING TO UNDERMINE CAPITALISTIC STABILIZATION; IT IS A 

great plan of World Revolution.’ Under cover of a 
barrage laid down by politicians, educators, ministers, specu¬ 
lators, financial adventurers, and official Soviet agents in the 
United States, the American worker is to be exposed to this 
assault of cheapness made possible by stolen property and 
enslaved labor, without protection against an invasion an¬ 
nounced as a plan of world revolution. This happens 
chiefly because forty of America’s biggest corporations are 
temporarily making big profits out of the job of arming 
Soviet Russia for the economic and military conquest of the 
worldj and the overthrow of the American Government and 
civilization.” 

Why does America permit this trafficking with the 
gangsters? Why should America or Americans func¬ 
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tion as the “fence” for stolen goods or stolen gold? 

The Robber Barons of Sovietland, the Commu¬ 
nists, represent only one per cent of the Russian peo¬ 
ple, yet the one per cent by fear, violence, and 
murder control the ninety-nine per cent. 

To continue trading with the Reds means that we 
are willing to be the confederates of the criminals 
who rule through their dreaded secret police, the 
Ogpu. 

The Russian people, themselves, are helpless when 
they attempt to break their chains of bondage. 1 he 
absolute proof of the hatred that these oppressed 
people have for their gangster masters bursts into 
flames occasionally in spite of the penalties. 

Recently, the Central Executive Committee and 
the Council of Peoples’ Commissars were obliged to 
increase the severity of the punishment for those who 
showed their hatred by ruining the tractors of their 
tyrants. 

In the Red Russia paper Izvestia, February 14, 
1931, appeared this startling notice: 

“For damage to or breaking of tractors and agricultural 
machinery which belongs to State farms, or the machine- 
tractor stations, or the collective farms, if such damage or 
breakage is caused by criminally careless attitude towards 
such property— forced labor up to six months. For a repeti¬ 
tion of the same offence causing considerable loss— incarcer¬ 
ation up to three years.” 

In many of the Soviet industries the yearly labor 
turnover is as high as eighty per cent, thereby proving 
the desperation of the oppressed. 
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To continue trading with Red Russia means more 
misery for the restless slaves of the Genghis Khan 
gangsters. 

We have a certain manufacturer in this country 
who has made a colossal fortune due to his genius 
for mass production. His reputation along these lines 
is world wide. He is master of this one thing. Of 
history and its lessons he knows practically nothing. 
Recently he sold thousands of tractors to the Soviets 
who seek to destroy the nation that made his great 
fortune possible. 

In speaking of the tractors, Stalin, the Red master 
of Sovietland said in a speech: 

“These tractors will be 50,000 bomb shells exploding 
the remnants of the old bourgeois world.” 

For once, we must agree with a statement of this 
enemy—these tractors are high explosive “bomb 
shells” and the tragedy of it is, that they were fur¬ 
nished the enemy by an American manufacturer liv¬ 
ing in our great land of opportunity where a poor 
boy in twenty-five years can amass one of the great 
fortunes of the world. 

Always has the decadence of a nation swiftly fol¬ 
lowed the apathy and the false toleration of the 
citizen. 

We are told in America that we have nothing to 
fear on account of the Communist-Socialist move¬ 
ment, that there are only a small number in our legis¬ 
lative halls, in our universities, in our pulpits, and in 
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our daily press interested in the fallacies of this 
theory. 

We have pedagogic Reds in this country who go 
out of their way to assure the reading public that we 
have nothing to be alarmed about because the Com¬ 
munist party is comparatively small. Not all Reds 
carry cards in the Communist party. Why are these 
Red writers so eager to assure the reading public that 
the number is so small ? 

A cancer occupies only a small portion of the 
human body. Is it harmless because it is small? They 
wish to tell us the numbers are small so that America 
will not counteract their teaching which they know 
America will not tolerate if she is informed. They 
strive to keep America asleep so that the pedagogic 
Reds can seize control of our schools and corrupt the 
next generation. Therefore, they endeavor to belittle 
their own cause. 

Regarding small numbers, it required only six in¬ 
dividuals out of every 10,000 inhabitants of Russia 
to turn that unfortunate country into a bedlam. 
There are more Reds in the United States 

TODAY THAN IN RUSSIA WHEN THE ANARCHISTS 
MASSACRED THEIR WAY INTO POWER. Yet, WC arc 
told not to be alarmed. All through history we find 
that the organized minority always conquers the un¬ 
organized majority. The Reds of today have learned 
their lesson from history. They realize that a small 
compact group is a real power, consequently they 
have no hesitancy in broadcasting the fact that their 
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numbers are comparatively small; in fact, they en¬ 
courage such an idea. 

In the meanwhile Communists and Socialists have 
honeycombed many of our institutions of learning. 
The Red flag of Anarchy floated over one of our 
great universities in Chicago for several hours, May 
1, 1930. If American fathers and mothers investi¬ 
gated conditions in many of our institutions of learn¬ 
ing they would find deplorable facts that would cause 
them to wonder just how valuable some of these 
higher institutions of learning have become as far as 
certain of their tainted instructors are concerned. 
And a very significant fact is the one that the radical 
professors seem to be immune to dismissal. If Amer¬ 
ican fathers and mothers do not wake up to the men¬ 
ace and drive radicalism out of our educational 
institutions before it is too late, the time may come 
when the woes of Russia may find an echo in the 
woes of the U. S. A. 

Here is one little instance showing how these 
things can go on for years without the world recog¬ 
nizing the danger. Sixty-two years ago the Russian 
Red Conspirator, Bakunin, stated: 

“Brethren, I come to announce unto you a new gospel, 
which must penetrate to the very ends of the world.. . . The 
old world must be destroyed and replaced by a new one, . . . 
The Lie must be stamped out, and give way to Truth. 
. . . The first Lie is God; the second lie is Right. . . . and 
when you have freed your minds from the fear of a God, 
and from that childish respect for the fiction of Right, then 
all the remaining chains that bind you, and which are called 
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science, civilization, property, marriage, morality, and justice, 
will snap asunder like threads. . . . Let your own happiness 
be your only law. . . . Our first work must be destruction 
and annihilation of everything as it now exists; you must 
accustom yourself to destroy everything, the good with the 
bad; for if but an atom of this old world remains, the new 
will never be created.” 

The recent attack of Red Russia against Religion 
will be recalled by the reader. In the light of this 
new attack we read Bakunin’s statement of sixty-two 
years ago with the realization that we have wasted 
time in taking preventive measures. This menace is 
not remote. It is here now. America is AT THE CROSS 
road today. The verdict cannot be delayed. Each 
man and woman in America must give his and her 
attention to this condition if we are going to avoid 
the duplication of what has taken place in Russia. 
Red Russia is an example of Socialism and Commu¬ 
nism put into practice. The Socialists, themselves, say 
so. Why do we hesitate? Have we no thought of 
tomorrow? We have a great country. It is worth 
fighting for. “Eternal vigilance is the price of lib¬ 
erty.” We may lose that liberty if we do not exert 
ourselves. We may lose that liberty and have im¬ 
posed upon us the greatest Autocracy the world has 
ever seen; the Autocracy of the mob, the Autocracy 
of Red rulers. We must keep firmly in our minds, 
“A thousand years scarce serve to form a state. An 
hour may lay it in the dust .” 

In the Kremlin in Moscow, behind glass, lies the 
odoriferous and medicined body of Lenin. Before 
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this embalmed follower of Karl Mars pass, in end¬ 
less processions, the duped victims of this arch con¬ 
spirator, this matoid who died a raving maniac. 

From this pestilential casket comes the poison gas 
arising from the disintegration of the insane brain 
that made a madhouse of carnage of Red Russia and 
today threatens the peace of every nation on earth. 

Those who seek to keep our country blind to this 
danger exclaim “What pessimism!” Are physicians 
considered pessimists when they advise treatment for 
the incipient cancer? 

There may be some excuse for an indifference that 
is due to lack of correct information, but there is no 
excuse for a continued indifference when facts are 
furnished. 

The ostrich that hides its head in a sand hole at 
the approach of danger is not a model of wisdom. 
Unwarranted pessimism may be the result of an un¬ 
settled stomach. By the same token an unwarranted 
optimism is the result of an unsettled head. 

A justifiable pessimism, that correctly estimates 
conspiracy and takes steps to avert a threatening dan¬ 
ger is on the way to true optimism. 

Wherever in the world there are revolutionary dis¬ 
turbances, there at that spot will be found the spies 
of Red Russia, either the instigators or the abettors 
of the agitation and N bloodshed. 

It is the duty of every loyal American to help 
drive this arch enemy of civilization from our shores. 
Red Russia is our avowed enemy. Its propaganda 
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guns are trained upon our institutions. Its money is 
poured into our country to corrupt our weaklings. 

The Russian gangsters display Machiavellian tech¬ 
nique in angling for the influence of the outside 
world. 

Subtle and crafty are their approaches. 

The Herald Examiner on March 12, 1931, con¬ 
tained this interesting item: 

“The Soviet Government of Russia has on its payrolls a 
member of this nation’s leading ‘official’ family. 

“Lyman D. Wilbur, son of Federal Judge Curtis D. 
Wilbur and nephew of Ray Lyman Wilbur, Secretary of the 
Interior, is employed as assistant consulting engineer and 
now engaged in development of a huge irrigation system in 
Russian Turkestan.” 

The world is awakening slowly to this menace. 
It is commencing to take steps to protect itself from 
the Red plague. 

Mr. Stanley Baldwin, the former Premier of Eng¬ 
land, stated on March 6, 1931: 

“Russia is the greatest potential danger to our economic 
development that exists today. She is paying for her five- 
year plan of industrialization largely by forced labor, by 
screwing all the money she can out of the country and sell¬ 
ing raw materials. . . . She is using credits to finance the 
five-year plan. In other words, we are helping to finance 
the very weapon that is going to run us through the vitals. 
. . . The Russians have every right to think they may cause 
a world revolution. I don’t want it in England and I have 
ever}' right to take such steps as I think will end the 
danger.” 
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The government of Canada handled this affair 
with admirable efficiency. The official statement of 
Canada said: 

“The government of the Dominion is convinced that there 
is forced labor in the cutting and transport of timber and in 
the mining of coal, that political prisoners are exploited , 
that the standard of living is below any level conceived of 
in Canada and that, broadly speaking, all employment is in 
control of the Communist government, which regulates all 
conditions of work and seeks to impose its will on the whole 
world. This is Communism, its creed and its fruits, which 
we as a country oppose and must refuse to support by inter¬ 
change of trade.” 

Sweden —“The Swedish Timber Dealers’ Association has 
refused to handle the sale of sawn timber from Russia.” 

Germany —“A measure by the German Government, 
which is chiefly directed against the menace of dumping by 
Russia, has been officially announced at Berlin.” 

Spain —“To combat the dumping of Russian goods in 
Spain the Government has decided to increase the tariff on 
timber coming from countries that are not signatories to the 
commercial convention.” 

Argentine —“Argentine manufacturers have petitioned 
the Government to prohibit the importation of Soviet prod¬ 
ucts, declaring that Russia is dumping raw materials and 
manufactured goods on the market on a scale threatening 
disaster to Argentine industries.” 

Yugoslavia —“The importation into Yugoslavia of goods 
manufactured in Soviet Russia has been forbidden by the 
Ministry of Finance. The reason given for this action is 
that the Soviet goods are exported in order to destroy the 
balance of exchange and production in importing countries.” 


AT THE CROSS ROAD 


59 


In the New York Times under date of February 
19, 1931, appeared a cablegram from Paris quoting 
Jean Parmentier, a former official of the French 
Treasury, as saying that unless the Soviet clumping 
system is soon checked it may cause an economic 
disturbance without parallel in the history of the 
world. 

The Daily Star of Montreal, Canada, quotes Hugh 
Bancroft as follows: 

“In the larger aspect, Russia has declared war upon 
Canada, the United States, Great Britain, and Western 
Europe generally. It is Russia’s avowed purpose to destroy 
everything that makes up civilization, religion, home and 
property rights. 

“From time to time, the Soviet hints that it looks for¬ 
ward to military warfare also, but at the present time it is 
engaged upon a project to destroy all western civilization by 
economic warfare. To be successful, the Russians are 
obliged to obtain large amounts of goods and expert services 
from western civilization. It is, in my opinion, as insane for 
the countries attacked or for their nationals, to supply Russia 
with goods, etc., as it would have been for the allied nations 
to supply Germany during the World War. In principle, 
it is the same thing.” 

Recognizing this Red menace, Hon. Arthur M. 
Hyde, Secretary of Agriculture, said: 

“I found an amazing lot of Americans who viewed the 
Soviet Government as a benign experiment in social reor¬ 
ganization. Great God, my friends, they put on the cross 
and crucify every institution that the American people hold 
dear. They crucify the home. They stultify the school. 
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They abrogate the church. Eveiy institution which we 
Americans hold to be fundamental is on the rack in Russia, 
and yet there are Americans with stomachs strong enough to 
view it as a benign experiment.” 

This outlaw nation has declared war upon the 
world. It is the most sinister power of darkness on 
earth today. 

Red Russia has fomented bloodshed and Anarchy 
in China and India and Egypt and Arabia. It 
worked its will upon Mexico until an awakened Mex¬ 
ico expelled its emissaries. The structure of Germany 
rocks on a foundation shaken by the Socialist-Com¬ 
munist group in her reichstag. 

Red Russia’s influence is at the bottom of Eng¬ 
land’s ghastly Socialistic experiment under her Mac¬ 
Donalds, Snowdens, Webbs, Shaws and their sym¬ 
pathizers. The Red’s crafty intrigue has upset South 
America. Behind the scenes in the disturbances in 
every nation upon Earth crouches the outlaw nation. 

The Red bandit leader Stalin in instructing his 
executive committee in Moscow recently stated: 

“The present development of Bolshevist action in the 
United States has been prepared at Moscow with the great¬ 
est care. . . . The revolutionary crisis has not yet arrived in 
the United States, but there are already numerous indica¬ 
tions which lead us to believe that it is near. . . . The Third 
International has enabled the Communist party of America 
to reach a stage where it can actively prepare the masses for 
future revolution.” 

Stalin has hurled his insolent challenge to the 
world. 
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Are red blooded Americans going to permit this 
challenge to go unanswered? 

Congress must awaken to this menace and turn 
deaf ears to its Radical group that has hampered the 
Department of Justice. Congressman Bachman of 
West Virginia has stated: 

“Since 1925 the Department of Justice has had no power, 
no authority or funds from the Congress to investigate Com¬ 
munist propaganda or activities . . . During the period that 
the Department of Justice had actual authority the Com¬ 
munist party could not function successfully and the move¬ 
ment remained comparatively stationary ." 

How long shall we shut our eyes to this fearful 
menace ? 

The Reds in our country, many of them aliens who 
have no right here, are at war against us. 

Inspired by the gangsters of Red Russia, they are 
carrying on the great conspiracy here in our own 
land. 

They have stolen machine guns from our army 
posts. They have stolen dynamite from our factories. 
They have crippled our newest battleship, the Col¬ 
orado, to such an extent that it cost our country hun¬ 
dreds of thousands of dollars to repair the damage. 

They have sabotaged government airplanes. Two 
army airplanes recently investigated were found de¬ 
fective, deliberately sabotaged by Red workers. One 
plane fell in San Diego, killing the American pilot. 

Our giant dirigible, The Akron, now under con- 
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struction in Akron, Ohio, drew to it the attention of 
the Communists. 

One of the Comrades deliberately planned to 
wreck it by faulty riveting. He confessed he was also 
going to wreck the controls with oxalic acid. 

This agent of the Reds was in the “Communist 
revolution which followed the World War.” 

Notwithstanding all this, we have officials who 
clamor for the recognition of this jungle monster that 
practically is at war with us now. 

In God’s name why do we Americans permit 

THE WORKING OF RED RUSSIA’S CONSPIRACIES IN 
THIS country? Have we lost the sturdy stamina of 
our forefathers? 

My earnest prayer is that an alert and awakened 
America will drive this menace from our schools, our 
Senate, our press, our settlement centers, or wherever 
it is found. Let us say to Red Russia’s advocates in 
this country, “If you think so much of Red Russia— 
go there and try to live but while you live here sur¬ 
rounded by the blessings of civilization we will not 
permit you to turn upon us its vicious and savage 
poison gas of propaganda. Red Russia must stop its 
bloody treacheries. We will not permit this outlaw 
to continue its revolutionary intrigues in our land.” 

The United States of America must not endorse 
the gangsters who plan the overthrow of our nation. 
They have murdered their own helpless millions in 
Red Russia who were powerless to overthrow their 
tyrants. They must not be permitted to raise their 
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flag of Anarchy over a Red Embassy in Washington, 
D. C., harboring spies and despoilers. 

No official recognition must be given the criminal 
nation of Red Russia. 

America must not be betrayed. 

Should any one in power in our land commit this 
country to the recognition of the “Reds,” the mem¬ 
ory of such a man would go down in history with 
that of Judas Iscariot and Benedict Arnold. 

Our citizens must not permit any group to sell 
America’s birthright for a mess of poisoned “pot¬ 
tage.” 





"The world is governed by very different per¬ 
sonages from what is imagined by those who are 
not behind the scenes” — Disraeli* 

"Nature hath framed strange fellows in her 
time” 

"We will draw the curtain and show you the 
picture” —Shakespeare. 


THE UNWELCOME GUEST 


T WO homes were wrecked. The wife of the man 
and the husband of the woman were thrown 
upon the refuse heap with as little compunction as 
one would have in discarding the refuse from a meal. 
The tragedy of the broken lives of the two victims 
received scanty consideration on the part of the love 
pirates who wallowed in the slush of “relativity” as 
it pertained to matrimony. In fact so constantly 
mentioned was the word “relativity,” that its reitera¬ 
tion gave it peculiar significance in this case because 
the man and the woman were actual cousins. The 
former husband and the former wife were discarded. 
The two cousins stressing “relativity” in marriage 
received the blessing of some man of the State or of 
a modernistic church and were pronounced husband 
and wife. The orchestra at the marriage feast 
drowned out the groans and the misery of their for¬ 
mer mates. The man is a rabid Socialist. The fanat¬ 
ical leaders of the cause that he espouses may have 
hit upon the thought that the Red cause would be 
advanced and dignified if one of their members might 
be put upon a pedestal of intellectual greatness. 

Around the world one day flashed the news that a 
German Jewish professor had developed a theory 
that, by unseating Newton, would place on his pedes¬ 
tal a Socialist who, by clever press agent propaganda, 
would broadcast the Socialistic ideas with an ap¬ 
parent ring of authority. Again would the Marxian 
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theories get world attention. With, the uncanny clev¬ 
erness of a Ghetto clothing salesman the idea went 
forth that only six men in the world could under¬ 
stand the “relativity” theory. Clever salesmanship? 

Immediately every small-caliber member of the 
intelligentsia, seeking to identify himself as one of 
the six wise men, rushed into academic discussions, 
upholding a theory which neither he nor any one else 
could substantiate. The printing presses worked 
overtime on the news items. As usual the busy world 
took a few minutes off to play with the new thing, 
not understanding it, merely going on its way think¬ 
ing there might be something in it and leaving the 
academic discussions to those who still mulled over 
the weird puzzle. 

Some years ago a conundrum went around the 
United States running somewhat like this: “Why is a 
mouse as it spins?” The answer was “the higher 
the fewer.” When the conundrum was asked in vari¬ 
ous groups, and everyone “gave it up,” and the 
answer was given, invariably there would be one or 
two in the group who would laugh hilariously and 
seek to give the impression that they alone under¬ 
stood it. The honest ones in the group would be be¬ 
wildered. Those who pretended to see the point 
would deride those who apparently did not get the 
answer. There was absolutely no sense to the ques¬ 
tion or the answer, yet in every crowd were found 
those who pretended to see. It is a human trait to 
try to conceal lack of knowledge. The same trait is 
working in the world today. 
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To expose an international celebrity who has been 
placed upon a dubious pedestal of eminence by his 
Comrades who seek the aggrandizement of their 
cause requires patience upon the part of the one who 
presents the truth. The Camarilla count upon the 
credulity of an apathetic public. 

However, the ultimate reward of truth is great. 
The public’s reaction always comes though sometimes 
slowly but even its slowness makes its reaction more 
drastic and vociferous in its disapproval when time 
brings forth the truth. 

Here are some facts that may startle the world 
from complacency and awaken a public to what is 
taking place behind the Socialistic scenes before the 
curtain is raised. 

Recently there came to our hospitable shores Prof. 
Albert Einstein and his present wife, the “relativity” 
cousins who divorced their former mates. Scarcely 
had the boat landed before this Socialist caught the 
ear of a world and became the mouthpiece of the 
Socialist creed in his proclamation. Professor Ein¬ 
stein was a member of the World congress called by 
Moscow under the auspices of the Workers Interna¬ 
tional Relief. His daughter married to a Russian is 
now in the land of the Reds. Einstein, the Socialist, 
broadcasted his creed upon his arrival in the U. S. A., 
thereby proclaiming the real reason for his mission 
on our shores. 

The cloak of science slipped from his sloping 
shoulders, exposing underneath it the garment of 
Socialistic propaganda. The Doctor Jekyll of math- 
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ematics became the crouching Mr. Hyde of radical¬ 
ism. 

Discussing Einstein’s theory, the distinguished sci¬ 
entist Doctor Michelson stated: “I am hardly one to 
pass upon this . . . Some scientists do not agree with 
Doctor Einstein. ...” 

Charles Lane Poor, Ph.D., Professor of Celestial 
Mechanics at Columbia University, states: 

"Einstein interprets an identical equation, derived by 
some unknown mathematical process, as indicating and es¬ 
tablishing a 'new’ law of gravitation and the existence of a 
fourth and even a fifth dimension! But, in making this 
interpretation, he completely overlooks, or forgets his funda¬ 
mental assumption in regard to time and time units. He 
overlooks the fact that his variable, hypothetical relativity 
time, the time to which his equation applies, differs from the 
ordinary time of astronomy, and that a century of mystic 
Mercurial time will not be 100 years of earthly time. 

"Now in support of this theory of variable time, Einstein 
has cited certain definite observations of physics and of 
astronomy, and has asserted that, on account of these obser¬ 
vations, wc ‘must’ accept the theory, no matter how it may 
conflict with our ordinary common-sense ideas. 

“The supposed astronomical proofs of the theory, as cited 
and claimed by Einstein, do not exist." 

Said a distinguished authority in Science, Prof. 
Thomas Jefferson See: 

"Einstein is neither astronomer, mathematician nor 
physicist. He is a confusionist. The Einstein theory is a 
fallacy. It is based on a glaring error of which Einstein 
is aware but which he refuses to recognize. . . . The Einstein 
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theory that the ether does not exist and that gravity is not a 
force but a property of space can only be described as a crazy 
vagary, a disgrace to our age." 

Is the real reason for Einstein’s appearance in our 
country to spread Socialist propaganda ? Is it a mere 
coincidence that Einstein in December broadcasted in 
America his treacherous command "refuse military 
duty in time of war” and that the Reds in Russia 
broadcasted to England practically at the same time 
this message from the Russian Anarchist Gorky "Do 
you realize your masters are a bloody and small 
minority sucking your blood and preparing you for a 
horrible death? You can strike a blow in advance.” 
Was it a mere coincidence? 

Will we forever shut our eyes to these things? 
How long will Americans take the insults of foreign¬ 
ers with meekness? Has it reached such a point that 
foreign propagandists can preach treason to us with¬ 
out remonstrance on our part? 

If the following words do not spell treason, then 
what do they spell? 

Professor Einstein, the Socialist alien, in New 
York on December 15, 1930, called upon Americans 
to refuse to bear arms—he stressed the necessity of 
raising funds, always funds, to defend cowards. 
u Relativity " in Patriotism! 

Here are his words reported by the Associated 
Press: 

"There are two ways in which this can be done. The 
first, which already has been practiced in many countries, is 
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to refuse military duty in tune cf ivar. The second method 
he said lies in the formation of a ‘war resistance fund' with 
pacifists from all nations contributing. The money would be 
used to defend imprisoned objectors and to strengthen the 
feeling against armed conflict the world over.” 

His lecture was translated from German to Eng¬ 
lish by Rosika Schwimmer. Let us examine this illu¬ 
minating combination of speaker and interpreter. 

In Whitney’s “Reds in America” on page 121 
appears the following: 

“The Emergency Peace Federation was organized in 
1914 by Rosika Schwimmer, an Austrian Jewess by birth, 
of Ford Peace Ship fame.’' 

In the work “Revolutionary Radicalism” 
(known as the Lusk Report) on page 971 appears 
the record of this interpreter of Einstein’s propa¬ 
ganda speech: 

“The Pacifist movement has been exploited to inject 
Socialist and Internationalist ideas among the educated 
classes—the most successful in the employment of this propa¬ 
ganda were Mme. Rosika Schwimmer of Budapest, Hungary 
—and Louis P. Lockner, a Socialist—who for several years 
had been Secretary of the International Federation of 
Students.” 

On May 28, 1929, the Chicago Daily Tribune 
stated: 

“The United States Supreme Court today affirmed the 
decision of a Chicago Federal District Court that Mme. 
Rosika Schwimmer, internationally famous Hungarian radi¬ 
cal and pacifist is unfit for American citizenship!' 
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How perfectly do these different pieces of the 
puzzle fit together! Nothing could be more logical 
than to have the one w T hom the Supreme Court of 
our country branded as “unfit,” interpret for the 
Comrade who seeks to pour the poison of Socialism 
into the ear of a sleeping public. Socialists seek to 
abolish patriotism and religion and Professor 
Einstein is committed by his own words to the over¬ 
throw of both. He speaks of the “ cursed bombast 
of patriotism.” Speaking of God and the after life 
he states, “ Feeble souls harbor such thoughts.” 

Professor Einstein! Rosika Schwimmer! Here 
are two sides of the triangle. We have seen one side, 
Einstein, another side, Rosika Schwimmer. We find 
the third side bearing the name Count Karolyi, the 
Hungarian Red comrade of Rosika Schwimmer, the 
interpreter of Professor Einstein’s speech. 

Speaking of Count Karolyi, the Boston Advertiser 
in February 2, 1930, stated: 

“After repeatedly being denied admission to this country 
by the Department of State as a dangerous radical, he was 
finally permitted to land about a month ago.” 

The same paper quotes him as saying: 

"/ am a Socialist — fundamentally , I am looking forward 
to the abolition of private property.” 

The same article quoted him as saying that the 
aims of the two political schools (Socialism and Bol¬ 
shevism) were more or less the same. 

Karolyi’s radicalism is easily explained. His de¬ 
formities, embittering his life, have caused him to 
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seek relief from the humility of his affliction by the 
counter irritant of hate and revenge. 

Let us grasp the significance of this triangle again. 
Rosika Schwimmer was the alien whom the Supreme 
Court classified as “unfit,” Count Karolyi, the So¬ 
cialist, after having been denied admission to this 
country was permitted to land January, 1930. Rosika 
Schwimmer, the alien interpreter was already here. 
Now comes Professor Einstein with the way paved 
for him by Count Karolyi. The stage is all set, the 
plans all made, radios and platforms and newspapers 
ready for the man of science and then—the old, old 
scheme of broadcasting the Marxian poison to a 
credulous world. Comrade Tagore, the Hindu prop¬ 
agandist from India, by a strange coincidence was in 
New York at this time skillfully inoculating his audi¬ 
ences with a philosophy that was nicely calculated to 
pave the way for Einstein. Before Comrade Tagore 
arrived in the United States he had been called to 
Moscow by the Stalin gangsters for instructions. Six 
months previous to Einstein’s arrival in America Ein¬ 
stein and Tagore were in consultation in Berlin. 

What other country in the world would permit such 
insolence and arrogance on the part of invading for¬ 
eigners? 

Einstein is not guileless. That he knows to what 
depths of ignominy he and his Camarilla have sunk is 
evidenced by his own admission. He admitted in ex¬ 
planation of his propaganda: 

"It is an illegal fight, but a fight for a real right of the 
people against their government.” 
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Yet, he spreads this poison. 

He presumes with the assurance of the “tainted” 
thinker when he fancies that he and his fellow Social¬ 
ists are the “real people.” 

Professor Fulton Sheen of the Catholic University 
at Washington, stated: 

"Because Einstein knows a great deal about mathematical 
physics it doesn’t follow that he knows about religion .. . He 
is asking us to accept something that we never can love. The 
test of love is the willingness to fight for a thing. Men are 
willing to die for what we call the ‘milk of human kindness,’ 
but who in this world is willing to lay down his life for the 
Milky Way?” 

The Chicago Journal of Commerce on November 
21, 1930, speaking of Einstein stated: 

“Whenever a man reaches great distinction in one thing 
he is urged to give the public his views about other tlings 
in which he has no training, and thousands accept his ignor¬ 
ance as truth.” 

Einstein advocates the repudiation of all European 
debts to the United States. Then, as a safeguard 
to the debt repudiators, he advocates in the same 
breath an impotent and unarmed America. 

The Editor of the Wilmington, Evening Journal in 
commenting on this ingenious scheme stated: 

“There seems to be some relativity in the two ideas." 

The Socialist Einstein’s advocacy of a disarmed 
America and his plea for funds to defend slackers and 
cowards fit in very nicely with the Red plans. Rykov, 
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Chief Soviet Publicist and President of the Council 
of Commissars says in the Soviet newspaper, Pradva: 

“It is our duty to inculcate in the minds of all nations, 
the theories of international friendship, Pacifism, and dis¬ 
armament, encouraging resistance to military appropriations 
and training at the same time, however, never for one 

MOMENT RELAXING OUR EFFORTS IN' THE UPBUILDING OF 
OUR MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT." 

Evidently the conspirators think there is no limit 
to American credulity. Isn’t it time to call a halt? 

Theodore Roosevelt said: 

“The professional Pacifists, the leaders in the Pacifist 
movement in the United States, do particular harm by giv¬ 
ing well-meaning but uninformed people who do not think 
deeply what seems to them a convincing excuse for failure 
to show courage and resolution.” 

America has been insulted time and time again by 
propagandists from foreign shores. 

Upon leaving America Einstein’s parting tribute 
was the pronouncement: 

“The American is more like the Asiatic than is the 
European. He is less an individual than the European.” 

Now, if one dove-tails that statement to the one 
made by Stalin on January 8, 1930 in Moscow, the 
picture develops rapidly. 

Stalin said, “Individualism must be drugged that 
Communism may succeed.” 

Again we have an example of “relativity” as it ap¬ 
plies to the gentle art of “drugging” Americans with 
Socialistic propaganda. 
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A host owes a certain debt of hospitality to the 
guest. By that same token a guest of a country owes 
a debt to his host. A part of that debt is not to seek 
the host’s overthrow or to disabuse the ancient law 
of hospitality. If in ignorance or vicious intent a 
guest trespasses, it is only a kindness to make our posi¬ 
tion clear. The doors of American hospitality are 
open to gracious guests but those doors must not be 
opened to those who seek to wreck our civilization. 
Those doors must be closed to those who abuse 
our hospitality. Self-preservation is the first 

LAW OF NATIONS. 
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HANDCUFFS AND CHAINS 

M ANY Americans have become somewhat bewil¬ 
dered by the pressure that is being thrust upon 
them daily to join the institution which its advocates 
so often mention by its propaganda name, “The 
World Court.” 

There is no logical argument for our joining the 
Permanent Court of International Justice of 
the League of Nations, on the basis of bettering 
our national life. On the other hand the quarrelling 
countries of Europe have everything to gain and noth¬ 
ing to lose by America’s joining. The United States 
of America has everything to lose and nothing to 
gain. It is much better for us to read the lessons of 
history with understanding, and keep aloof from the 
bickerings of Europe. It is much better for us to 
keep our house in order and to develop within our 
own borders a civilization which will be worthy of 
emulation, a civilization that will make it possible 
for us to aid and help the other part of the world 
without having our hands and feet bound in such a 
way that we can neither aid them nor continue our 
own self development. 

In the year 1830 in the United States Senate oc¬ 
curred a debate between Mr. Hayne and Daniel Web¬ 
ster. For days previous, the discussion had continued 
and so much had been said, and so many of the argu¬ 
ments had obscured the subject that the actual facts 
in the resolution had been buried under a mountain of 
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words. On the 26th of January, Daniel Webster 
arose to his feet in the Senate and said: 

“Mr. President, when the mariner has been tossed for 
many days in thick weather, and on an unknown sea, he 
naturally avails himself of the first pause in the storm, the 
earliest glance of the sun, to take his latitude, and ascertain 
how far the elements have driven him from his true course. 
Let us imitate this prudence, and, before we float farther on 
the waves of this debate, refer to the point from which we 
departed, that we may at least be able to conjecture where 
we now are. I ask for the reading of the resolution before 
the Senate.” 

The clerk of the Senate arose and read the reso¬ 
lution, thereby as with a flash of lightning, bringing 
back the discussion to its original base. Emulating 
the example of Mr. Webster, let us define again that 
which, in the looseness of discussions, has been called 
“The World Court.” We turn to our records and 
are somewhat surprised to find that those in favor of 
a World’s Court constantly refer to it by that camou¬ 
flaged name, instead of by its complete title, so today 
we are going to discuss it by its true name. The real 
name of this institution is Permanent Court of 
International Justice of the League of 
Nations. Let me repeat this name, emphasizing the 
last few words that are never mentioned by those who 
are the most strongly advocating internationalism. 
The real name is Permanent Court of International 
Justice of the League of Nations. The court and the 
league are Siamese twins. They cannot be separated. 
Where one goes, there goes the other. The status of 
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the court has been determined. Elihu Root, one of 
the jurists selected by the “ League of Nations” to 
draw up the status of the court, stated before the 
assembly, “We must first consider that this new court 
must be provided for, as part of the system of which 
the League of Nations is a part. We must accept the 
invitation of the council and recommend a plan for a 
court which *5 now going to form a part of the sys¬ 
tem of the League of Nations” The information 
section of the League of Nations in its booklet states: 
“The main organs of the League are the assembly, 
the council, the permanent secretariat and two essen¬ 
tial branches, the permanent court of international 
justice and the international labor organization.” 

The Court is an integral part of the League. It 
cannot be divorced. The judges are hired, elected, 
and paid by the League. The American people spoke 
with no uncertain voice in proclaiming the fact that 
they did not want to have anything to do with the 
“League’s Court.” Then commenced the tinkering. 
Soon came the still-birth reservations. The American 
people were told now that, with these reservations, the 
Permanent Court of International Justice of the 
League of Nations was a safe thing for us to consider. 

The United States Senate signified the willingness 
of the United States to join the “League’s Court” if 
five specific reservations were accepted by the other 
nations’ members of the League and its court. Res¬ 
ervation number five was rejected by the foreign na¬ 
tions. Now comes another proposal. We are told 
we can substitute for the rejected reservation, a new 
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reservation called the Hurst-Root protocol. The pro¬ 
ponents of the Hurst-Root protocol claim it is the 
same thing as the injected reservation. If it is the 
same thing why will the foreign nations accept it in 
place of the rejected reservation? 

The advocates are just as vociferous now with the 
institution and its reservations as they were in urging 
its adoption before its reservations were tied to it. 
If this institution is perfect now with the reservations, 
as its advocates claim, is it not safe to assume that 
maybe it was not perfect before, yet the same people 
who advocated it then without reservations are advo¬ 
cating it now with reservations, naturally giving the 
impression that it rated with a lower percentage be¬ 
fore these reservations were put in. May we assume 
that it rated at 70 per cent or 75 per cent perfect 
formerly. 

In studying the matter of percentage, is there any 
such thing as an egg that is 75 per cent fresh or an 
individual who is 75 per cent honest? The dictionary 
gives the following definition of propaganda: “Propa¬ 
ganda is the effort to control the action of the in¬ 
dividual in a mass against the individual’s best inter¬ 
est and contrary to his will.” That definition war¬ 
rants the deduction that the clamor for this Super- 
State must accept the term, propaganda. It is a fair 
deduction that the attempt is being made “to control 
the action of the individual in a mass against the in¬ 
dividual’s best interest” when pressure is brought 
upon Americans to enter blindly into a theoretical 
undertaking contrary to the best thought of our fore¬ 
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fathers who were at least brilliant enough to develop 
an empire from a wilderness and to leave for poster¬ 
ity, the greatest land of opportunity on earth, a land 
that was developed without any foreign entangle¬ 
ments. Recently, there has been developing a mental¬ 
ity in the United States that decries any of the “ac¬ 
cumulated wisdom of the past.” We are told that 
progress implies change. The words, progress and 
change, are not synonomous. 

When fruits change from greenness to ripeness 
there is both progress and change in that kind of a 
development but when the process is from ripeness to 
decay there is change, but I doubt if any one would 
claim there is any progress. 

The words of Washington live today with as much 
throbbing life as they lived in his time. Washing¬ 
ton’s words, “It is our true policy to slay clear of 
permanent alliances with any portion of the foreign 
world” are as up to date today as any words could 
be. One reason why the advocates of untried theories 
are so anxious to discredit “the accumulative wisdom 
of the past” is due to the fact that the “accumulative 
wisdom” may be blocking them from committing 
themselves to their new experiments. Some things 
are basic. So anxious are some people for change, 
it is a mystery why they do not seek to change the 
alphabet, the scale of music, the Arabic numerals, the 
law of gravitation, the Golden Rule, and the Ten 
Commandments. 

The judges of the “Court” can make and change at 
will the statutes of the Court. When Mr. Hoover’s 
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representative signed the Permanent Court of Inter¬ 
national Justice of the League of Nations’ documents 
in December, 1929, he signed them in the head¬ 
quarters of the “League of Nations” at Geneva. 
He did not sign them where the Court sits at the 
Hague. Isn’t it significant that the documents were 
not signed at the Hague? They are now in the vaults 
of the “League of Nations” at Geneva and not at 
the Hague. 

Never in all history have stronger efforts been 
made to bewilder the American public about a public 
policy. However, the American public has a way of 
getting at facts and Avhen facts are in its possession, 
it has a way of making up its mind regardless of 
propaganda. 

It is a singular thing that the advocates of that 
super power take no recognition of the fact that wars 
between nations constitute only the small percentage 
of wars. 

The biggest percentage of wars are civil wars, 
strange as such an assertion may seem. 

No one has a cure-all for civil wars. The Perma¬ 
nent Court of International Justice of the League 
of Nations contains no machinery to handle civil 
wars, yet civil wars cost more lives and money than 
international wars. 

The right to declare war is lodged in our Congress. 
The revenues to wage war are raised by Congress. 

America is not ready to sell its “birthright for a 
mess of pottage.” Are we willing to turn over to 
foreigners the destiny of a country that has made the 
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greatest advance of any country in all the history 
of the world? 

Are we willing to drop the substance in reaching 
for a shadow? 

We are asked to deliver our destiny into the hands 
of foreigners whose interests are not ours, whose am¬ 
bitions are not ours, whose ideals are not ours. If 
we become enmeshed in the Permanent Court of 
International Justice of the League of Nations we 
cannot escape becoming enmeshed in the League. 
In the “League,” the United States of America would 
have one vote out of fifty. Great Britain has seven 
votes. The vote of Cuba, the vote of China, would 
be as powerful as ours. Let us see who would pass 
upon the destiny of our country. This Super 
Supreme Court of the World is composed of the 
following gentlemen: 

1. Antonio Sanchez de Bustamcnte—Cuba. 

2. J. Gustavo Guerrero—Salvador. 

3. Meneichiro Adatchi—Japan. 

4. Rafael Altimara y Crevea—Spain. 

5. Dioncsio Anzellotti—Italy. 

6. Willem Van Eysinga—Holland. 

7. Henri Fomageot—France. 

8. Sir Cecil Hurst—Great Britain. 

9. Demetre Nugulesco—Roumania. 

10. Frank B. Kellogg—United States. 

11. Baron Rokin Jaequemayns—Belgium. 

12. Count Michael Rostworski—Poland. 

13. Walter Schuchling—Germany. 

14. Francesco Jose Urrutia—Colombia. 

15. Wang Chung Hui—China. 
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Brilliant as these men may be, I for one cannot 
agree to give them a pair of sharp scissors and make 
it possible for them to clip the wings of the American 
eagle whenever it suits their fancy to make a second 
rate power of our country. The United States of 
America has one-third of all the wealth of the world, 
one-thirteenth of the population of the world and yet 
we have only one-sevcnty-second of the armed forces. 
With that record, of course, the present members of 
the League are anxious to enmesh us. We are told 
by theorists that we must join this super power for 
the sake of humanity. It is precisely on those 
grounds, the sake of humanity, that I wish to pre¬ 
vent my country from putting its head into this trap 
of international politics. 

Let us analyze this thing. Suppose the United 
States had been tricked by the propagandists into join¬ 
ing and, after our country was in the “League,” some 
country in Europe engaged in a dispute with some 
country in South America. Suppose the matter was 
taken to the Permanent Court of International Jus¬ 
tice of the League of Nations and the decision ren¬ 
dered was diametrically opposed to the Monroe doc¬ 
trine, a policy that has kept our country free of for¬ 
eign entanglements up to this time. How could the 
United States avoid accepting such an adverse de¬ 
cision, a decision that, with one stroke, would nullify 
a doctrine that has proved its right to existence for 
over one hundred years. 

Either the decisions would be binding or not. If 
they were binding how could we avoid the result? 
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If the court’s decisions were not binding what would 
be the use of the court? Let us examine this thing 
of court decisions. 

The decisions of our own United States Courts are 
binding because behind the decisions are the armed 
forces of the State and behind the forces of the 
State are the armed forces of the United States to en¬ 
force that decision if opposition develops. 

To enforce the decisions of any court there must be 
force available to carry out its rulings. It is true that 
in our domestic courts force is scldcjm used. How¬ 
ever, the mere fact that it is there generally precludes 
the necessity of using it. But if the necessity of using 
it arises, it is there ready for use. 

Here comes in an interesting speculation. An in¬ 
ternational army! An international navy! Of course 
not now, but— Such a deduction is unescapable. 

We had a “League of Nations” (colonies) one 
time in this country of ours. 

The American League was held together under the 
“Articles of Confederation”—its component parts 
had the same language, had worked together for a 
common purpose. There was every reason to think 
that if any League was workable this one would en¬ 
dure. 

But the American League rushed towards blood¬ 
shed and Anarchy and our country was saved only by 
abandoning the absurdity. 

September 17, 1787, sounded the knell of the 
dying Confederation or League. 
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From the wreckage of the American League arose 
the American Republic under whose Constitution 
there developed this land of opportunity which now 
the proponents of Internationalism ask us to turn over 
in fee simple to those who envy our greatness and 
fear, without warrant, our destiny. 

Time and time again, in no uncertain voice, has the 
United States of America declared its decision against 
the “League” and its machinery. 

Yet, the proponents of this “League” and its Sia¬ 
mese Court, continue to disseminate this poisonous 
doctrine throughout the length and breadth of our 
land. Our country has a plague of internationalism. 
It is a cry of the weak, not the calm voice of the 
strong. The great majority of our American pacifists 
are internationalists. 

This great country of ours was made by courage. 
Shall it be unmade by cowardice? We are asked to 
enter the “League” by going through the backdoor 
of the court. Are we deliberately shutting our eyes 
and disregarding all the warnings of history? I he 
great historian Gibbon stated that he had a “pro¬ 
found veneration for the accumulative wisdom of 
the past.” It is the part of wisdom to hold fast to 
the policies that have made us great. From the tomb 
at Mount Vernon comes the wise voice of Washing¬ 
ton. Let us read a few lines from his Farewell 
Address. 

“Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence, (I con¬ 
jure you to believe me, fellow citizens), the jealousy of a 
free people ought to be constantly awake; since history and 
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experience prove, that foreign influence is one of the most 
baneful foes of Republican government —The great rule of 
conduct for us, in regard to foreign nations, is, in extending 
our commercial relations, to have with them as little 
political connection as possible. So far as we have already 
formed engagements, let them be fulfilled with perfect good 
faith:—Here let us stop. Europe has a set of primary inter¬ 
ests, which to us have none, or a very remote relation. Hence, 
she must be engaged in frequent controversies, the causes of 
which are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, there¬ 
fore, it must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves, by arti¬ 
ficial ties, in the ordinary vicissitudes of her politics, or the 
ordinary combinations and collisions of her friendships or 
enmities. Our detached and distant situation invites and 
enables us to pursue a different course—Why forego the ad¬ 
vantages of so peculiar a situation? Why quit our own to 
stand upon foreign ground? Why, by interweaving our 

DESTINY WITH THAT OF ANY PART OF EUROPE, ENTANGLE 
OUR PEACE AND PROSPERITY IN THE TOILS OF EUROPEAN 
AMBITION, RIVALSHIP, INTEREST, HUMOR, OR CAPRICE? 

IT IS OUR TRUE POLICY TO STEER CLEAR 
OF PERMANENT ALLIANCE WITH ANY POR¬ 
TION OF THE FOREIGN WORLD.” 

These words of Washington utter a warning that 
covers the situation today. It was as if that pro¬ 
phetic brain had surmised that the time would come 
when Europe, unable to conquer us by arms, might 
subdue us by theories that would be as deadly in effect 
as an armed invasion against us. A nation can be con¬ 
quered by propaganda ideas as well as by armed 
forces. America is squarely at the cross road to¬ 
day. If the theories of the Internationalists obtain, 
the fate of America is sealed. We have a great 
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country. It is worth fighting for. “Eternal vigi¬ 
lance is the price of liberty.” If we are to preserve 
that liberty we must be on guard against foreign 
entanglements and against the insidious wiles of 
powers that seek to gain by trickery that which they 
could not secure by arms. 

Once to every man and nation comes the moment 
to decide. In the strife of truth with falsehood, for 
the good or evil side.” That moment of decision has 
now come to America. We must read with serious 
thought these words from Byron, “A thousand years 
scarce serve to form a state. An hour may lay it in 
the dust.” Ponder well those words, “an hour may 
lay it in the dust .” 

It is incumbent upon every lover of our country 
to get the facts and carefully weigh the evidence. 
From a vast and virgin wilderness, there has been 
developed the greatest country on the face of the 
globe, a country of magnificent opportunities. This 
development was made without foreign entangle¬ 
ments. Our continued greatness depends upon our¬ 
selves. America must avoid foreign entanglements, 
no matter under what guise they come to us. 

“Let us repeat the homely truth that Europe and the rest 
of the world respect us only for our real and potential 
strength. This fact will endure as long as we exist as a 
nation. Let us not allow our military and naval strength 
to fall into decay. Without intense Nationalism there can 
be no real and lasting Internationalism. In the hour of 
trial the life of the nation depends upon the strength of 
the fleet, and of the army which we can raise, behind the 
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buckle formed by the fleet, at the outbreak of war. Only 
by being intensely patriotic and jealous of our own strength 
and prestige can we truly serve the world. The moment we 
lose our Americanism in a maze of international sophistry 
and let our military power wane, our sphere of influence will 
sink to the level of that of China. Reasonable military pre¬ 
paredness is not debatable. It does not lead to aggression. 
It inculcates patriotism. It will keep us out of war. It is 
insurance of the nation’s strength and prestige. When these 
are gone, when a nation can no longer command respect or 
protect itself, then its usefulness to itself and the world is 
ended.” 

In “Sinister Shadow's” the author states: 

“Whenever a nation loses its capacity for righteous indig¬ 
nation and commences to wallow in smug complacency and 
toleration of ideas inimical to its best traditions, it is headed 
for the same oblivion that has engulfed every other nation 
of the past that has gone similarly soft.” 

The United States of America must not lose the 
stamina of our forefathers. Our country can best 
maintain peace by avoiding entangling alliances. 

America must be the master of its own des¬ 
tiny, THE SOLE POSSESSOR OF ITS OWN SOUL. 








“TEKEL” 

"Thou are weighed in the balances, and art 
found wanting” 



SOUNDING BRASS AND TINKLING 
CYMBALS 

AMERICA is becoming restless and resentful over 
the activities of political-religious dictators that 
are endeavoring to mold the thought of Americans 
according to the self-appointed leaders’ dogmatic for¬ 
mulas. 

Having failed individually to mold the religious 
thought, these self-appointed clerical agitators have 
turned to another field for their operations. They 
have gone into “a new business.” 

The will-of-the-wisp that has led them into the 
swamps that are be-smirching their clerical gowns is 
the endeavor to legislate their fellow-citizens into 
their own particular brand of dictatorship. 

The Federal Council of Churches, swollen 
with power, boasts through its leaders that it must be 
reckoned with politically. 

On May 5, 1929, the Chicago Sunday Tribune 
stated: 

“The Chicago Tribune came into possession today of doc¬ 
umentary evidence that opposition sponsored by leaders in 
The Federal Council of Churches and other pacifists 
to national defense measures has been financed by one of the 
most subversive aggregations of Socialists, Communists and 
other radicals in the United States. 

“The evidence discloses that the Committee on Militar¬ 
ism in Education, an organization fighting military training 
of youth, the World Tomorrow, a radical and Pacifist mag- 
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azine, with both of which the highest officers and other mem¬ 
bers of the Federal Council of Church are prominently iden¬ 
tified, and the Women’s Intern - ational League for 
Peace and Freedom, a radical Pacifist body, have been sub¬ 
sidized by the American Fund for Public Service, 
2 West 13th street, New York City, better known as the 
Garland Fund. 

GIFT OF WEALTHY RADICAL 

“In 1922 Charles Garland, a millionaire radical who later 
served a prison term for connection with a free love colony, 
established this fund with a gift of $901,555. His instruc¬ 
tions were to distribute it as rapidly as possible.” 

The Marion Star voices its opinion of the Federal 
Council of Churches group in these words: 

“They have been hand in hand %vith the Civil Liberties 
Union, which has been doing its utmost to oppose, hinder, 
and hamstring the Government in every activity in whch it 
has engaged to protect Amercan lives and property from the 
foes of all governments . . . from the I. W. W., the agents 
of Soviet Russia, from Communists and Direct-actionists of 
every label and variety. It was responsible for the sending 
out to 125,000 clergymen the Kirby Page anti-war service 
pledge, ‘I never again will sanction or participate in war,’ 
and ‘will not give financial or moral support to any war.' 
It is to the everlasting credit of the clergy that the 125,000 
very largely refused to sign the seditious pledge. 

“It is indeed heartening to know that one of our Federal 
lawmakers has the backbone—a very rare possession in 
either House of Congress—to ask that this organization, 
which has been so consistently fighting the Government and 
all policies for the protection of American ideals, be investi¬ 
gated. The country should know the people at the head of 
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it and the forces behind them, and the manner in which they 
are making dupes of the memberships of many denomina¬ 
tions of the Christian Church of the land.” 

The often heard statement that the Federal Coun¬ 
cil of Churches represents twenty million church mem¬ 
bers is too silly to discuss. The individual church 
members have never voted yes or no in this group. 
Nor has the pew owner ever expressed his wish re¬ 
garding the endorsement of his denomination for 
the Federal Council. 

Yet Senator Aspenleaf and Congressman Rabbit 
snap to attention when the magical figures of twenty 
million votes are spoken. 

America has separated Church and State for all 
time to come, and, notwithstanding all the attempts 
of those who are seeking to reunite them, the verdict 
of America will continue to be “Hands off” to the 
clerics who seek political rule over earthly affairs. 

The American Legion has within its member¬ 
ship men of nearly every religious faith. 

“During its convention at Louisville, Ky., the Legion 
adopted a resolution ‘demanding’ that the United States 
senate investigate the alleged lobbying activities of the Fed¬ 
eral Council and nine other national organizations reputed 
in the resolution to be urging a policy 'resulting in national 
weakness.’ 

“The organizations named in the Legion resolution were: 

National Council for the Prevention of War, 

Federal Council of Churches of Christ, 

Women’s International League for Peace and 
Freedom, 

American Civil Liberties Union, 
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League for Industrial Democracv, 

National Students’ Forum, 

War Resisters’ League, 

Young Workers’ League, 

The Young Pioneers, 

The American Association for the Advancement 
of Atheism.” 1 

From time to time the dissatisfaction of various 
groups towards this Super-State comes to the public’s 
attention. 

"Dr. S. Parkes Cadman and the Federal Council of 
Churches of Christ were denounced before the southern 
Presbyterian general assembly here today by church leaders. 
They unsuccessfully sought to have the southern Presbyter¬ 
ian church withdraw from the council. . . . 

"While continuing relations with the council, the report 
adopted instructs the church’s representatives on the council 
executive and administrative committees to make an investi¬ 
gation into the council’s radio and political activities and re¬ 
port to the next general assembly. 

"An attack on the council’s alleged political activities was 
led by J. M. Holladay, Marion, S. C., who quoted reports 
published by the council dealing with immigration, the tariff 
on Cuban sugar, and labor problems. 

"W. H. McIntosh, Hattiesburg, Miss, challenged the as¬ 
sembly to allow the various churches to pass on whether 
there should be further relations with the council.'’ 2 

The Chicago Tribune on May 5, 1929, carried this 
“special”: 

“A suggestion that the United Presbyterian church sever 


1 Chicago Tribune 10-4-29. 

* Chicago Tribune 5* *29-30. 
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relations with the Federal Council of Churches of 
Christ in America because of council activities along doc¬ 
trinal lines and questionable anonymous contributions re¬ 
ceived by the council was made at the meeting of the United 
Presbyterian general assembly today. . . . 

"The overture charged that the Federal Council has over¬ 
stepped its chartered authority in matters of doctrine. It 
also stated that the sources of income of the council are 
very much in question, and hinted that all of the money re¬ 
ceived by it does not come from the proper sources.” 

An Associated Press article of May 22, 1930, con¬ 
tained this very illuminating extract: 

"Renewing his charge that the Federal Council of 
Churches has violated the principal of separation of 
church and state by engaging in political affairs, Representa¬ 
tive Tinkham (Rep. Mass.) said in a statement tonight 
that John D. Rockefeller, Jr. lias contributed about 10 per 
cent of the total income of the organization. 

" ‘It is well known,’ he said, ‘that the large international 
oil interests, international bankers and large international 
business interests are profoundly interested in having the 
United States change its foreign policy for their own 
purposes. 

" ‘Under these circumstances, the following facts should 
be of much interest: That this council receives only about 
one-fourth of its income from its church constituency, the 
remaining being received from “other sources,” on its face 
a highly dangerous financial policy for the organized church 
participating in politics to pursue. 

" ‘Recent revelations show that John D. Rockefeller, Jr. 
contributed $35,650 in 1926, $32,717 in 1927, $36,250 in 
1928, and $32,500 in 1929, about 10 per cent of the total 
annual income from all sources, and about 35 to 45 per cent 
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of the amounts received from contributors of $500 and over 
during those four years.’ ” 

On June 19, 1929, there appeared in the late 
Chicago Journal: 

“Charging that the present activity and development of 
the Federal Council op Churches of Christ in Amer¬ 
ica was jeopardizing the fellowship of co-operative unity 
of the Northern Baptist convention constituency, Judge F. 
W. Freemcnt of Denver today exploded the fundamentalist 
bombshell since its start here.” 

It is very evident that the flesh pots are not prov¬ 
ing altogether uninviting to some of the officers of 
this semi-religious-political group. 

An Associated Press article of March 28, 1930, 
follows: 

“Bishop Francis J. McConnell, president of the Federal 
Council of Churches of Christ in America, today an¬ 
nounced that Dr. Charles S. MacFarland had submitted his 
resignation as general secretary of the council ‘with a view 
to relieving’ the council of ‘embarrassment’ over services by 
Doctor MacFarland to the motion picture industry. 

“The policy committee reported, Bishop McConnell said, 
that, ‘while accepting fully Doctor MacFarland’s good faith 
in his course and in his explanation of that course, in its 
opinion Doctor MacFarland has committed a very great 
error in taking pay for services rendered the motion picture 
producers while acting as a salaried officer of the Federal 
Council. 

“Bishop McConnell said that Doctor MacFarland had 
admitted that ‘for a period of some months preceding July, 
1929’ he had reviewed films which the producers were think¬ 
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ing of putting before the public. For that service he re¬ 
ceived a ‘moderate compensation.’ ” 

The political activity of some of the “controls” of 
the Federal Council is shown in the following article 
in the National Republic of December, 1929: 

“The candidacy of Norman Thomas, Socialist candidate 
for President in the last campaign, for mayor of New York 
on the Socialist ticket, brought forth the full Socialist party 
strength in New York City. Among those who supported 
Thomas were Dr. Daniel A. Poling, president of the 
National Christian Endeavor Society, who stated that 
Thomas ‘represented those principles I would see accepted 
in politics’; Bishop Francis J. McConnell, of the Metho¬ 
dist Episcopal Church and president of the Federal Council 
of Churches, who stated that he believed in the Socialist can¬ 
didate’s ‘policies ’; Prof. John Dewey, of Columbia Univer¬ 
sity, who has recently become quite active in radical politics; 
Rev. Harry Emerson Fosdick, pastor of the Riverside 
Baptist Church (the Rockefeller church) of New York City; 
Paul U. Kellogc, editor of the Survey, and Rabbi 
Stephen S. Wise.” 

When church members rebel against this Super- 
State, the favorite method of retaliation on the part 
of this so-called church movement is to raise the hue 
and cry that those who raise a hand against their man¬ 
made organization are fighting religion. 

The reverse is true. It is because of a sincere be¬ 
lief in real religion that the real churchmen of Amer¬ 
ica are sick and tired of a self-appointed group that 
sets itself up as political bosses under the leadership 
of dominating clerics. 
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The organization of The Federal Council of 
Churches is contrary to our ideas of a republic. It 
is an absolute autocracy. Not representing the in¬ 
dividual communicant, it has the audacity to give the 
impression that it votes his unsigned proxy. 

The Federal Council of Churches represents 
neither America nor the occupant of the pew, either 
individually or in group. 

It does not re-present twenty million church mem¬ 
bers. It represents only a small handful of Dictators. 

Let us examine the machinery of its organization in 
order to grasp the ingenuity of this insolent Throne 
that seeks to put its own particular stamp on this 
country of ours. 

“The group that controls the Federal Council of 
Churches is falsely claiming to represent twenty million mem¬ 
bers of the Christian Churches in national and international 
affairs. It is in no way a representative body as will be 
shown by its constitution and the manner of selecting its 
controlling committees. . . . 

“From its inception the Federal Council has combated 
every measure of adequate defense for the nation. It carried 
on a campaign against preparedness, even when the country 
was being drawn into the World War. The Federal Council 
is regularly co-operating with organizations which refused 
to support the government when it was in the great conflict. 

“The controlling group has at its command through the 
Federal Council and its affiliated and co-operating organiza¬ 
tions an annual budget of about a million dollars. 

“It was in 1914 when Andrew Carnegie took over the 
controlling group of the Federal Council by subsidizing what 
is known as the Church Peace Union. . . . His first 
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gesture toward making donations to the churches was the 
endowing of the Church Peace Union for $2,000,000. 
This is not a large organization of churches, as might be 
inferred from its name , but consists of a self-perpetuating 
Board of twenty-nine trustees. Practically all of the trustees 
are in some way identified with the Federal Council. . . . 
The Carnegie endowment of the Peace Union gave the con¬ 
trolling group in the Federal Council an annual income 
which has enabled it to run the budget for the Federal 
Council and its co-operating and associated organizations 
up into the millions. Among these organizations are the: 

Church Peace Union 

World’s Alliance for International Friendship 
Through the Churches 

The Commission on International Friendship and 
Good Will 

The National Council for the Prevention of 
War 

The American Civil Liberties Union. 

“A careful survey of all the official documents and state¬ 
ments to the press of the Federal Council of Churches on 
the League of Nations, Arms Conference, World Court, and 
preparedness measures, does not reveal a single suggestion that 
the welfare or interests of this nation should be considered. 
Such suggestions are denounced as sordid and selfish. . . . 

“The lack of any effort on the part of the clergy to obtain 
the views of the congregation on great political issues is 
characteristic of the Federal Council of Churches. T. i-ie 
Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America 
consists of representatives of twenty-eight denominations. 
They are: 

Northern Baptist Convention 

National Baptist Convention 
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Free Baptist Churches 
Christian Church 

Churches of God in N. A. (General Eldership) 

CONGREGATIONAL CHURCHES 

Disciples of Christ 
Evancelical Church 
Evancelical Synod of N. A. 

Friends 

Methodist Episcopal Church 
Methodist Episcopal Church, South 
African M. E. Church 
African M. E. Zion Church 
Colored M. E. Church in America 
Methodist Protestant Church 
Moravian Church 

Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A. 

Presbyterian Church in the U. S. (South) 
Primitive Methodist Church 
National Council of the Protestant Episcopal 
Church. 

Reformed Church in America 
Reformed Church in the U. S. 

Reformed Episcopal Church 

Seventh Day Baptist Churches 

United Brethren Church 

United Presbyterian Church 

The United Lutheran Church (consultive body) 

“The Federal Council which meets once in four years 
consists of about four hundred members officially desig¬ 
nated by the denominations. Each denomination is entitled 
to four members and one member for every fifty thousand 
communicants or major fraction thereof. 

“This is the description given in the official reports of 
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the Federal Council. There is no record of any of the mem¬ 
bers of the council receiving instructions from the different 
churches. The heads of the different denominations are au¬ 
thorized to represent their churches and designate their mem¬ 
bers for the Federal Council. There is no record of any de¬ 
nomination holding an election to select its representative in 
the Federal Council. 

“The official accounts of the meeting of the Federal Coun¬ 
cil indicate that the large body of four hundred clergymen 
with a small sprinkling of laymen have little to do with shap¬ 
ing the policy of the Council. A 'business committee' is 
appointed, which is very appropriately named, for it conducts 
all of the business of the quadrennial meeting. A splendid 
program of sermons, music, and devotional exercises is oc¬ 
casionally interrupted by voting to approve resolutions re¬ 
ported by the ' business committee.’ There is no indication of 
a majority or minority report and the whole affair proceeds 
like the well-oiled machine of a political convention. 

“Then the Council adjourns for four years and turns over 
the business of speaking for twenty million church members 
to an executive committee. Even this executive committee 
meets only once a year and the character of its proceedings 
is very much like that of the Federal Council itself with its 
four hundred members. 

“The entire control of the administrative Committee is 
in the hands of the President and his group of advisers. . . . 
The President is authorized to appoint these Chairmen and 
the members of the Commission. Provision is made for fif¬ 
teen members of the administrative committee at large which 
are also appointed by the President. . . . These two provisions 
give the President the majority of the members of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Committee. 

“In the 1927 ‘Handbook of the Churches,’ the of¬ 
ficial publication of the Federal Council, Doctor Cadman, 
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the Federal Council’s president, in his foreword on page 7, 
says: ‘The American churches are coinc to grapple 

COURAGEOUSLY WITH GREAT SOCIAL AND INTERNATIONAL 

QUESTIONS. The day is past when any realm of our 

ECONOMIC, INDUSTRIAL, SOCIAL, POLITICAL OR INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL LIFE WILL BE REGARDED AS OUTSIDE THE SPHERE OF 
RESPONSIBILITY OF THE CHURCHES .’” 1 

When the clerical leaders give blows, they cannot 
claim immunity from blows. 

When the Federal Council leaves the religious af¬ 
fairs of the pulpit and adopts advancement in political 
fields for its gospel, it must expect to lose prestige as 
a spiritual adviser. 

When will those who misuse ecclesiastical power 
ever grasp the fact that failure to convert the indi¬ 
vidual to a better and fuller life cannot be turned 
into success by amateur or professional meddling in 
political fields? 

The church and its leaders would have no time 
for political affairs if they performed their true func¬ 
tion in the religious field. 

Let the Federal Council leaders, by teaching and 
by example, follow in the footsteps of the wise Naz- 
arene, who knew in his great wisdom that humanity 
cannot be legislated into morality, and who realized 
that the all-important mission of the church was the 
regeneration of the individual by teaching and by 
example, and not by politico-religious dictatorship 
working in ward politics. 


1 “Pastors, Politicians, Pacifists.—Smitlijolin. 
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When church members and non-communicants look 
about them for guidance and see Political Bishops 
scrambling for the “flesh pots” around the gambling 
boards in bucket-shops, when they sec Bishops with 
such little home influence that members of their im¬ 
mediate family are arrested in Communist riots, not 
only are the men themselves discredited, but, un¬ 
fortunately, the real authority of the real churches 
suffers a set-back that it does not deserve. 

At no time in the history of the world has there 
been more need for wise spiritual advisers. 

Perhaps from the confusion of today will bloom 
again the white flower of real Christianity, as ex¬ 
emplified by the One who clearly defined the separ¬ 
ate functions of the State and the Church, v ? hen he 
said: 

“Render therefore unto Caesar the things which are 
Caesar’s and unto God the things that are God’s.” 
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By 

Edwin Marshall Hadley 

* 

Startling as are the facts in 
“T. N. T.,” the author goes 
still further in exposing the 
great conspiracy in his most 
amazing book, “Sinister Shad¬ 
ows,” which has become the 
most widely-discussed book of 
our time. 


It has startled a nation from 
its complacency. 


“Sinister Shadows” is an enthralling, 
gripping story that has torn the mask 
from hypocrisy and radicalism. 


No more fearless book was ever writ¬ 
ten. 


At Booksellers, or 
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